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Bre", BR, We mabe tl 
he. WU. O. Cregar 

The 4ttorney General september 8, 

\. Dirdetdr, FBI 
L - Mr. S. F. Phillips 

fo 

U.S. SUATE SELECT COMSITTER 
A/INTELLIGENICE ACTIVITIES (ssc) AU INFORMATION CONTAINED 
: HERGIN | SE 

DATE /2lIG/O) By i2ALM uy 

Kheference is mede to this Bureau's letter and 
memorandum dated September 3, 1975, vhich effected a pertial 
delivery to the SSC of materials concerning Dr, Martin Luther 
Kins, Jr., based on S5C requests dated July 8, 1975, ‘and. July 

\ 14, 197 1975. ert TT IT 

ae Enclosed for your epproval end forvarding to the ., a 
esG is the original of a memorandum in further partial respons: = - 
to the aforementioned tio SSC requests. 1 

stb flso enclosed for your records is a copy of the 
» memorcndum which is being delivered to you with e« set of the 
’ meterials yvhich ire — delivered to the SSC. . | | . 

Enclosures (2 SUPG ( ) 6) hus 080 a oh | 

62~116395 | 7) See * . 
| | Exc » ON 

° 1 - fhe veputy Attorney Gencral 
£ttention: sichael ©. Shaheen, Jr. 

; Speciel Counsel for {- 1 
Intelligence Coordincetion. a NG =p 

Pro te op ST. 100 REC-16 . a eo 
Di : 1 SEP TG\ly | Assoc. Dir. SFP:eks Bae ye) Pa, 8 a ogee 

Dep. AD Adm. _ (9) (of pie se . } 

| oe ; 
oe a, woe f% 

) ee NULE: Single copies of the 7/8 and 14/75 ssc requests are 
| ee afte — attached to the File copy of enclosed LHM. Exact copies of the 

Gen. mv. materials being furnished are maintained in the office of the 
Bets SENSTUDY Project and a detailed record has been maintained 
Se of the materials furnished. Arrangements have been made for a 

a a or representative cf the Legal Counsel Division to deliver the 
eee ae reer memorandum as well es the materiels being provided to 
Trainin 

Legal cry 3th! PPgtO . VM a ? 
i 

Telephors 
, VE i ye c 

Director Sec'y-. _ MAIL ROOM([__] ‘TELETYPE UNIT [__] / ‘ at GPO : 1975 0 - 569-920 
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cee oe 2-Mr. J. eh Mintz 

, (1 - Mr. J. 8. Hotis) 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 

1 - Mr. W. 0. Cregar 
1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 

be 62-116395 
September 8, 1975 

ee aK Te eS PRESS wy > U. S. SENLES SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
| d 

oe STUDY GOVERNMENTAL GeERATTONS UTTH 
S 

ese 
RESPECT TO INGERLLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

Reference is made to the letter from the Chairmen 
of the SSC to the Attorney General dated August 28, 1975, 
requestin: delivery of previously-requested FRI materials 
pertainins to Ur, Martin Luther Kins, Jr. Reference is also 
mede to FBI memorandum deted September 3, 1975, which 
effected delivery of materials in partial response to SSC 
requests dated July 8 and 14, 1975. 

iaterials requested in Items 7 and 19 of the 
July 8, 1975, request and in Ttems 7, 8, %, and 13 cf the 
July 14, 1975, request are bein: delivered to the SSC with 
this memorancum. 

It is noted that Item 7 of the July 14, 1975, 
request referred to the original of en F3I virector 
memorandum dated Uovember 17, 1963, to ivessrs. Tolron, 
Belmont, DeLoéch, Kosan, and Suiliven. Wo such memorandum 
could be located in FBI files. However, @ similarily- 
audressea Memorandum dated November 7, 1963; was located and 
is being furnished, as it apperently is the te Of 
$SC interest. yO \ 

| “iN 4 | 
jssoc. Dir. 

Roe .\ rs 

Ps AD Adm. — With respect to our response to Item 13 of t f- 7 

Aw ' 
_ per WP Sualy 14, 1975, request, two additional documents (13a and ok 
Admin. LSD) are responsive but are included in response to Item 9 5 
on ~and therefore ere not duplicated under Item 13. WOC | 
Files & Com. — waa "4 4 

j Gen. Inv. 5 wh eS \ Le 

fo. St ete weal ‘4 Lhis document ts prepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi- 
oe EP ieks Bie nation outside your Committee. Its use ts limited to official proceedings by 

eae (8) your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized person- 
a yal nel without the express approval of the FBI,. 

ers ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY £6" AG Pp . |K° 
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FREDERICK A. 5. SCHWARZ, JN., CHIEF COUNSEL 
CURTIS R. SMOTHERS, MINUAITY COUNSEL : SELECT COMMITTEE TO 

STUGT GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 

RELrecyTr TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 

(eyaSUANT TO S. HES. tf, UTH CONGRESS) 

4 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

” “ 

July 8, 1975 

LASSIF| 
HEREINI . 
DATE ri sie opal , 
K. William.o'Connor, Esq. 

‘Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination 
Office of the Deputy Attornev General 
U. S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 206530 , 

Dear Mr. O'Connor: 

Pursuant to Section TIT. A. of the notification 
attached to the Committee's letter of June 27, 1975, I am 
forwarding herewith an additional request for materials 
which relate to this matter. 

The specificity of this request is not, of 
course, intended to limit in any way the agreement to come 
Forward with all relevant information and materials, includ- 
ing documents, whether or not they have been brought tc the 
Committee's attention or have been specifically requested 
by the Committee. 

= ~% 

As Mr. Schwarz and I indicated in our meeting 
with you a few days ago, there are still outstanding sev- 
eral items relating to this matter which the Committee re- 

| quested some time ago. This request should in no way delay 
.further the availability of the previously requested items 

~, and we would expect that individual items will be suppl lied 
\h , oe they become separately ready for submission. 

RY 2 Se Your cooperation is appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

eo}, relbepf 
ee Te BLIAVEE 

Director - . 
Domestic Intelligencé Task Force 

fe: jf * a [5 
co i 

ry i ea Fes a a b 
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| _ 1. Access to all memoranda, airtels, teletypes, and any 
other materials which relate in any way to: 

a. The dissemination to any person or organization 
outside the executive branch of the federal govern- 

ment of information relating to Martin Luther King, 
Jr. 

* 

-b. Contacts between FBI personnel and persons outside 
' the executive branch of the federal government con- 

cerning Dr. King. 

2- All memoranda and any other materials which relate to 
meetings or proposed meetings between FBI headquarters 
and Dr. King, including, but not limited to: 

a. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting 
such proposals. 

b. All correspondence and any other materials reflect- 
ing invitations extended for such meetings. 

c¢. All correspondence and any other materials reflect- 
ing replies to any such invitations. 

ad. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting 
briefings or preparations for such meetings. 

. 3, 

e. Ali memoranda and any other materials reflecting 
what occurred at such meetings. 

£. All memoranda and any other materials reflecting 
. actions recommended or taken following such meetings. 

| 3. All memoranda and any other materials which relate to a 
! meeting between the FBI Director and reporters on 

November 18, 1964, including, but not limited to: : 

a. Proposals, invitations, and replies,for such meeting. 

b. Arrangements, briefings, and preparations for such 
meeting. 

: o 
c. Summaries or other evidence of what occurred at 

such meeting. 

yd Wey BFS U5 () 

pone i : 4 
é 



10. 

il. 

12. 

£36 

lel 

All memoranda and any other materials which relate to 

a meeting between the President and Roy Wilkins, 

A. Philip Randolph, Whitney Young, Mrs. Dorothy Haight, 

James Farmer, and Jack Greenberg on November 19, 19645 
CAST as 

A copy of a November 19, 1964, telegram from Dr. King © 

to Director Hoover, and all notes, memoranda, and any 

other materials reflecting the disposition of, or 
actions taken as a result of the receipt of, said tele~ 

gram. .._. 

All memoranda and any other materials relating to the 
award of the Nobel Peace Prize to Dr. King on or about» 
December 10, 1964. 

All memoranda and any other materials relating to a 
banguet held in honor of Dr. King in Atlanta, Georgia, 
on January 25, 1965. 

‘All memoranda and any other materials which relate to 
a meeting between the President and Dr. King on 
February 9, 1965. 

All materials which formed the basis for the FBI's 
response dated June 12, 1975, captioned "Request Per~ 
taining to Electronic Surveillance", which pertained 
to the travel of certain former agents of the FBI. 

All memoranda and any other materials'which relate to 
mail openings, and mail covers, with respect to 
Dr. King. 

Access to all memoranda and any other materials which 
relate to electronic surveillance of Dr. King by state 
or local agencies or governments. 

All memoranda and any other materials which relate to 
the transfer of former Special Agent Robert R. Nichols 
to the Oklahoma City office of the FBI in June 1569. 

All Foryms FD i185 and attachments (including forms 
entitled "Performance Rating Guide for Investigative 

- Personnel") from 1959 until retirement for: 
* a - 
um 

3 é& 
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14. 

15. 

L6. 

Li. 

is. 

19, 

20+ 

es - “~~ - 
* . 

= * aii »* "i . ° 
- » ‘w ~* ae. 7 

_™ e & « 

was “ . 0 s 
es . 

ae Former Special Agent Robert R. Nichols. 

b. Former Special Agent Alan Sentinella. 

All memoranda and any other materials which relate to 
a letter from former Associate Director Clyde A. Tolson 
to newspaper columnist Carl T. Rowan concerning Dr. King, 
as reported in the Washington Evening Star on June 18, 
1969. 

All memoranda and any other materials relating to 
‘arrangements, briefings, and preparations for an inter- 
view of the FBI Director by any reporters for the 
Washington Evening Star on June 19, 1969; all memoranda 
and any other materials referred to, quoted from, or 
displayed during such interview; and all memoranda and 
any other materials reflecting what occurred at sucn 
interview. 

‘Aecess to all materials upon which "Black Extremist" 
COINTELPRO summaries 16, 23, 63, and 156 were based. 

An August 17, 1964, memorandum from former Assistant 
Attorney General John Doar to the FBI Director request- 
ing a name check on certain individuals connected with 
the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party. 

All memoranda and any other materials indicating or 
reflecting the inception of (a) all headquarters files 
-and (b) all Atlanta, Georgia, field office files con- 
cerning Dr. King and concerning the Southern Christian 
Leadership Conference, together with the basis and 
authority for opening such files. 

All memoranda and any Other materials reflecting or 
relating to a 1963 meeting at FBI headquarters which 
was attended by former Special Agents Robert R. Nichols, 
Henry Rouse, William Sullivan, and other FBI personnel,. 
and which related to Dr. King. 

All memoranda prepared by the Internal Security Section 
and by former Assistant Director William Sullivan con- 
cerning the August 1963 March on Washington. 

Na 

& 

: : i 
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21. All memoranda and any other materials which reflect 
or relate to communications between the FBI Director 
or FBI headquarters personnel and the President or the 
President's staff in June 1969 concerning electronic 
surveillance of Dr. King. es 

> 

N 

N.B.: The Bureau's search for the above-requested mate~ 
rials should include a check of pertinent field 
office files as well as headquarters files. 

. 

s 
s ry 
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: July 14, 3975 — 
: 

K. William Oo'Connor, Esq. . 
Special Ccunsel for Intelligence Coordinat 
Office of the Deputy Attorney General 
U. S. Department of Justice AINED | 

; ALL INFORMATION CONT 
Washington, D. C. 20530 . HEREIN IS U By Hee 

DATE: . 

= 

she a seo mp Ane gi 

}4 . oO eS 

Dear Mr. O'Connor: 
4 “ 

Reference is made to your letter of July 8, 1975, 
transmitting certain materials relating to the Martin Luther 
King, Jr. monographs. 

We would appreciate being supplied the following 
additional items in response to Appendix v, Item 5,.uLl tus 
Committee's letter of May 14, 1975: 

: 1. All materials refelcting the earlier recommenda~ 
. tion and approval which are indicated in the first 

sentence of Mr. Sullivan's October 15, 1963 
memorandum to Mr. Belmont. 

2. The identity of the author of the monograph which 
. was attached to Mr. Sullivan's October 15, 1963 

memorandum to Mr. Belmont. 

3. All materiels which reflect ox xelate to Mr. 
Sullivan's instructions to subordinates concerning 

the preparation of the 1963 monograph. 

4. All materials which reflect or relate to the trans- 
: mission of the monograph to Mr. Sullivan from 

subordinates prior to Mr. Sulidivan‘'s October 15, 1963 
. memorandum to Mr. Belmont. 

\ 

All materials which reflect Mr. Tolson's transmission 
to the Director of Mr. Belmont's memorandum of 
October 17, 1963. 
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-6. All materials which reflect what transpired sstween 

the Director's approval of Mr. Sullivan's Ocwser 15, 
1963 memorandum, and the transmission of Mr. gullivan' S 

October 18, 1963 memorandum to Mr. Belmont. 
® 

7. A xerox of the original of the Director's Nov:mber 17, 
1963 memorandum to Mssrs. Tolson, Belmont, pe Loach, 

Rosen, and Sullivan. 
- 

3 

“8. A xerox of the original of the director's Prox 
1964 memorandum to Mssrs. Tolson, Be rnoE te Regen, 
Sullivan, De Loach, and Evans. 

‘9, Access to the original memoranda from Mr. Su.livan 

‘ to Mr. Belmont, dated: : 

a. November 22, 1964; 

b. November 27, 1964. 

Vee fet el, mk 

10. 2 NLoA BReawtriertiatsa 
x ot por mh Sere See et foe The identity of the authuLr of the 126 

revision" of the 1963 monograph. 

“Zl. Ail materiais which reflect or relate to Mr. Sullivan's 
: instructions to subordinates in 1964 to revise the 

L963 monograph. 

12. All materials which transmitted for approva’ and/or 
Signature the December:1, 1964 letter from ie 
Director to Mr. Moyers. 

13. All materials which ped ient the approval a 
Belmont, Mr. Tolson, and/or the Director of 

a. Recommendations contained in Mr. Sullivan's 
November 22, 1964 memorandum to Mr. Beimont; 

b. Recommendations contained in Mr. Sullivan's 
November 27, 1964 memorandum to Mr. Beinont; 

c. The December 1, 1964 letter from the pirector 
to Mr. Moyers. 

14. Access to the second page (unexcised) of the 
December 17, 1964 memorandum from Mr. Baumcaraner 
to Mr. Sullivan. 
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15. All materials reflecting the approval of Mr. 
Sullivan, Mr. Belmont, Mr. Tolson, and/or-the Director -. 
-Of the recommendation contained in Mr. Baumgardner's 

. December 17, 1364 memorandum to Mr. Sullivan. | 
} . 

wnich relate 
ned “Martin 
which is 

"16. All memoranda and any other materials 
to the preparation of a memorandum cartio 
Luther King, Jr.: His Personal Conduct" 

~.referred to and was apparently enclosed with, the 
Director's December 21, 1964 letter to Senntor 

(Please do not supply the memorandum.) 

similar = tT, de 

Humphrey. 

The identity of the author of the memorandim 
'.-. @escribed in item #16 above and of any ot! 

27 

, 3 memoranda. 

i8. All memoranda and any other materials which relate 
to the dissemination to Senator Humphroy of the 
memorandum described in item #16 and which relate 
to any other dissemination of the said immorandum 

oF 

or any other similar memorandum. 

19.° The identitv of the author of the 1947 reawisiaon 

the Martin Luther King, Jr. monograph. 

Sullivan's All material which reflect or relate to Mr. 

D. Brennan's instructions to sub- 

20. 
and/for Mr. C. 
ordinates in 1967 to revise any earlier Martin Luther 
King, Jr. monograph. 

Sullivan. 
21. Access to an unexcised copy of the August 24, 1967 

C. D..Brennan to Mr. memorancum from Mr. 

22. All materials reflecting Mr. Tolson's suggestion, 
and the Director's agreement, that the King monograph 
be brought up to date in 1968, as indicated in the 

L968 memorandum from Mr. G. C. Moore February 29, 

to Mr. Sullivan. 

- Sincerely, 

TQ 
John T. ELLift 
Director 
Domestic Intelligence Task Force 
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5-140 (Rev. 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

Addressee: SENSTE SELECT COMMITTEE 

COLTR (KJ LHM [(7jMemo [Report dated 9/8/75 

#U.S, Senate Select Committee; 
Caption of Document: 7/8/75 request Items 7 and 19 
7/14/75 Request, Items 7,8,9 and 13 "4 

Originating Office: 
i 

Delivered by: 

Received by: CHAE ACSIA LAR, 

Title: VY yrte 2 | 

Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FBI 
re eel ating OR yeh Sue ER -— OE ne a ge 
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4 TO: Intelligence” Community Staff 
ATTN: Central Index 

CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 

FROM: 

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
BEFORE COMPLETING. 

ae 

elt 

SUBJECT: Abstract of Information Provided to Select Committees 

1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 

for review but not transmitted, so note.) 

ee | DOCUMENT a BRIEFING it 8 INTERVIEW TESTIMONY OTHER 

2. DATE PROVIDED 

3. TO WHOM PROVIDED (check appropriate term; add specific names if appropriate) 

IDENTIFICATION (provide descriptive data for documents; 
interviewee, testifier and subject) 

give name or identification number of briefer, 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
| 28 1 wae | : 

Homorandws and ekclozures tig Se \ | 

- CLASSIFICATION OF 

{INFORMATION (enter 
U, C, S, TS or 
Codeword) 

iF 

4. 

. IN RESPONSE TO (list date and item number if in response to formal request, other- 
wise state verbal request of (name), initiative, subpoena, etc.) 

SSC letters 7/8/75 itecs 7 and 29 ond 7/24/75 
itens 7/879 anid 24 

. KEY woRDS (enter the appropriate key words from the list provided separately; if key words not listed are 
used underline for emphasis) 

information handling 
inteliiconce collenctioa 

8. SUMMARY (see reverse side before completing this item) 

Materlal telating to a banmiet held in hener of Be. King on 1/25/65 
and tiaterinia coleting to a 1963 meeting at FREHO which was 
attenmiad by gomier Speelal Agents: ond other PBL personnel, which 
related ta Dr. Ring. Coples of 11/17/63 and 2/5/64 memorandun 
from the Director to Nssrs. Tolisoa, Belmont, Daloach, Rogen and 
Selliven; 2132/22/64 ard 11/27/64 momoranda from Sullivan to Belmont 
ang tisteniels which reflect the approval of the above two 
memorandum ex @ 12/1/64 letter from the Director to Mr. Moyers 

62-116395 

Fits: Emic 
(4) ORIGINAL VIA LIATSON TO CENTRAL COM4)NITY INDEX 

IN CONNECTION WITH SENSTUDY 75 ¢ A 

WI e 

EREAT AS VELLO 
| CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 
3791 (6-75) 2 we, fh | 

lor Ml BGs OF Page i4 



INSTRUCTIONS 

e Type or print clearly in ink. 

e Indicate classification of the abstract top and bottom. 

@e Date the abstract and put on any internal control numbers required. 

e "FROM' entry should clearly identify the organization providing the 
information. 

e If additions (as when a copy of document sent to SSC is later sent to 
HSC) or changes to a previously submitted form are necessary, submit a 

copy of the original abstract, with the change indicated. 

SPECIFIC ITEM NO. 8. SUMMARY —- enter brief narrative statement describing 
substance of information and showing relationship to Intelligence Community 

matters if appropriate. Any feedback or evidence of investigatory interests 
should be noted. Commitments made to supply additional information should be 
noted. Additionally, certain administrative information may be entered here, 
e.g., restrictions on review of a document, if document was paraphrased, whether 

interviewee is current or former employee, etc. If actual document or transcript 
is provided, that fact should be noted and no summary is required. Additional 

pages may be attached if necessary. 

TW 55160 Docld:32989641 Page 15 
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U. SL SENATE SELECT Cox MITTEE OH - HERB KOR MATION ‘CONTAINED INTBLLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) DATE {elles SIFIED SO 

NY 
ea | Reference is made to memorandum from ir. Michael =. 

Shaheen of the Department of Justice to Mr. John A. Mintz of 
this Bureau, captioned "Special Procea@tras. for Processing SSC 
Requests Relating to Mail Survelllances," dated August 8, 1975, 
in which Mr. Shakeen referred to the neéndiag SSC reguest for 
materials relating to mail surveillance and attached a cepy of 
the special procedures te be followed in résponding to this 
Prone 

Enclosed ig a memorandum for forwarding to. the moot 8 
which responds te a request originally set forth as Item 4, 
Appendix B, of the May 14, 1875, ssc request and later ees 
in a letter from Mr. John F. RLLI£E dated June 13, i875. 8 

ts : Memoranda and documentation requested in paragraph a 
:: @£ the June 13, peo letter are being delivered with this Ns 

q communication. | : 

Also enclosed for your records is a copy of the 
memorandum prepared for. ‘the Committee. . 

Pnelosures (2) 

62-116395 poe asthe 

i - The Deputy seney General 
Attention“ )Michael E. Shaheen, Jr. _ 

| Assoc. Dir. ; Special. Counsel, for Lyd We es 

Dep. AD Adm. _ . z tate hjig 

Dep. AD Inv. __ 

Admin. , 

Comp. Syst. —— EWE ° glw 

Ext. Affairs (9) ‘ 

Files & Com. __ 
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‘ 

re ‘Conrdination . j | 

“} Inspection 

Intell. 

Laboratory 

Plan. & Eval. _ 

Spec. Inv. 

Training 
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The Attorney General 

NOTE : 

SSC made general request for information concerning FBI 
mail surveillances in a letter dated May 14, 1975. This request 
was later amplified in a June 13, 1975, Letter. Response to 
this request was deferred since Department of Justice was conducting 
inquiry into mail openings by FBI. By memorandum August ‘8, 1975, 
Mr. Shaheen of the Department advised of special procedures which 
were to be followed in responding to mail opening requests. Since 
that time we have delivered all material relating to the "Hunter® 
project which was a mail surveillance by CIA. The LEM enclosed 
with our letter to the Attorney General contains additional 
responses concerning eight mail surveys involving interception 
and opening of mail by the FBI. It is noted that SSC request 
for names of all individuals who participated in mail openings 
is not being complied with. They are being told we do 
have such a list available although it is not considered 
complete. We feel access to such a list by SSC staff at this 
time should be specifically authorized by the Department. 

WW 55160 DoclId:32999641 Page 17 
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Sephoavhor 0, L975 

UNE'TO SASS STATS SOLES EST RECS 

TO SLY COVERVARSGAL OPLMAT TOUS 
WITT BESPrST TO LNVPULLIGRLCe ACTIVITING {Ssec) 

een 

RE:z TIATE SURVEILLANCE 

Roference is mada to Letter of dune 13, 1975, fron 
iy, dohn v BELLEL of the SSC staff to Ur. H. Villian o'connor 
o£ the Pepartment of ductiea. This letter amalivias prior 
reeuese contained in ftemn 4, Anmendix B, of the SEC document 
requost dated May 14, 1975, with speeific roforenaes to the 
techniaue referred to an “nail surveillance, including mail 
covers and ononing mail" and tho uwikiligation of thin technique 
“in internal security, imtelligence colicetion, and/or counteor~ 
intelligoned merrters, operations, or activities.” 

Tho xoquescts in tho Gunc 213, 1075, lokber wore contained 
in three soctions gonerally covering (1) certain information 
concerning all incidents of mail opening or mail intercept, 
(2} cortain infermation concerning all incidents of mail covers 
that wore opceificaliy conducted by PRE emmloycas, and (3} all 
docureants and memoranda vwhich discuss, refor, or rtélate to the 
origins, aushorizations, conduct ark trancrmiscion of, and 
golicies and preceduras for, the mail openings, intercents, 
and covers identified akove. 

Tho following information is oot forth responsive te 
the three catcgorios of request ovtlinca aboves 

{1) In the cateqory of mail oponing ox mail intercept 
from aanuary 1, 1960, until the present, wo have identified eight 

iwailable infor- Assoc. Di. ——peh Garvoys Vnieh vera conducrod by the Pat. 
in sor ferth uncer the or oe Ration responsive te the SSC request 

Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. 

Comp. Syst. ——— 
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heading of tha eBr code: ‘name | for ‘each’ each: ‘survey.’ “ pue o ‘the 

nature ef the records maintained | for each of- these SULVveys 7 you. 

_. will note that the amount of information furnished may ‘vary. * > 

. considerably from survey.to survey... For: instance, an ‘appreciable. 

- volume ‘of Material: and detail. has been developed. concerning the. 

. so-called ‘Sam. Survey - ‘gince a ‘control file was maintained and «- _ 

| the: operation was conducted over an- ‘approximate eeven~year - See 

in several other field divisions..,She-Sun Survey ‘on the others’: 

fora one-year: period,  No.cont trol cee Or Sogunentation was 

; tocated for’ ‘this: program. ae 
_ aa o” - to * . : 

aaa es nm 
. 

: ao. 

with respect. to. th 12 request. ‘€or ae shames of individuals: 

who participated in the programs listed, retrievability of :this _ 

| . information: aiso presen nted. a problem. _ FBI. Headguarters' racords. 

ol. were not. heipful in this) area. By: canvassing. appropriate £ield 

" . divisions, we have been able ‘to ‘yecenstruct a partial list of — 

Such individuals. - However, the nature: of these records are. oe 

. $gueh that the list canaet be considered. complete. .° ‘In view of> 

‘/this, and since mail gurveillanesa by the FBI is the subject. of. 

an on-going investigation by the Department of Justice, - 

en “| invelving matters which may invite sanctions Of a eriminal.- oe 

po T Rature,. a list is ‘net being included in this respense.: At ‘the. — 

- * : .Afrection of the Departuent. Of Justice, the. dist wilh be made - 

_ . wt f ee 

pee Ea oe 

eee oe, oo ‘A descelpeton. of each of ‘the: ‘eight mail surveys | den. 

op h Bet, forth along % with the physical - ‘lo¢ation,. the. ‘ype of mail” 

ue nee, ane: the. BUFROSe of ‘the es 
.# 

Z Coverage. The longest-running. ‘program began a oa ae 
ee  washingson® D, Gey on -1949, and involved :the. opening: ef mail. 

oo. )0)|6l addressed to various foreign embdssies . then of intérest.. to ‘the 

. .°Dndted States... At. the -genclusion: of World War: ‘IL,- effort was 

_ -then concentrated against Soviet ‘and Soviet bleée. nations. 3. .° 
“Paring the pericd ef: operation: dn Washington ,- the survey was - 

-dis¢entinued at least once and “it wae completely discontinued = | 

JS dn guly,: 1966.2 Coverage’. also existed in New York, from eae - 

2 yi 7 AOSD oe: 1960 until July. 1966, Girected™ against, the Sovietows.s 

ep een ‘to: che: United, Nations... rt. Was: BLS opereres. against 
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" SECRET 

| U.S. Senate Select Committee on © ~~ 
Intelligence Activities (ssc) 

Re: Mail Surveillance 

the Cuban Mission to the United Nations in New York from 
August, 1962, until May, 1965. The mail surveyed under this’ 

. ‘program was that specifically addressed to the target egtabligh- 
“ment and the objective of the program was to detect. individuals . 
in contact with these establishments who might be attampting . | 
to make contact for espionage reasons, for purposes of defecting | 

_ .or'who might be illegal espioriage agents. The physical - 
| location in Washington, D, C., was the Main Post Office and 
selected mail was opened in FBI Headquarters' space. In | 

. New York, mail directed to the Soviet Mission was intercepted 
at the Lenox Hill Post Office and suspect letters were carried 
.to the New York FBI Office for opening. Coverage against the 
Cuban Mission involved the Grand Central Post Office and later © 

. the Lenox Hill Post Offica in New York City. | 

Sam Survey. This survey was aimed at detecting the 
presence of Soviet allegal agents in the United States so that - 
they might be neutralized. The survey was based on certain 

' indicators and mail addresses in European. countries which we 
had learned were being used in illegals' communications. The. 
survey was directed against outgoing airmail from the United States 
being sent to certain European cities and countries, Mexico, 
Japan, and Canada. The survey was operated in-New York . 
(October 1, 1959, to July 22, £966); Boston (February 27, 1962,.° 
to September 13, 1962); WFO (August 20, 1961, to August 8, —°. 

_ , L966); Detroit (May 14, 1962, to September 21, 1962); Los Angeles. 
(. '. (September 28, 1961, to November 17, 1962) and Seattle... a” 

_ (September 8, 1961, to February 8, 1963). 7 

The following physical locations were used for the 
opening or intercept of mail in this survey: | _ 

| _ New York.- FBI New York Office and U. S. Postal 
facilities Idlewild (now J.F.K.) International Airport... _ 

+, 

* .. 

ss Boston = Airmail Facility, Logan International Airport, 
East Boston, Massachusetts. ~ a rr 

“_-: Washington, D. C. = U. S. Post Office, Washington 
International Airport Branch, and Dulles International Airport 
Branch, — | | , a hes deel . 

SCRE 
2 3 - 

TW 55160 Docld:32989641 . Page 20. 
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Ws 8s dJenate Select Committee on 
Intelligence Activities (SSC) 

Re: Mail Surveillance 

 DPetroit - New Font -Offios. 

- Bos Angeles ~ u. S. Post Gffice Airmail Pacility, 

voretan Unit, and Los Bageles International vernees Airmail 
Facility. . 

Seattle -~ U. S&S. Post Office Airmail Facility, 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. 

| Gus Survey. This survey was also aimed at detection 
of Soviet Tilegal agents based on our knowledge that communications 
were sent through regular mail channels to Seviet. illegais by 
intelligence personnel stationed in the United States in 
official capacities. Type of mail covered was first-class mail | 
directed to certain target areas such ag rooming house and =. 
transient hotel districts. This program began in March, 1961, in 
New. York City and was operated with Pest Office personnel until 
August 22, 1961, at which time we began cperating the program “ 
utilliging Snecial Agents. The program was discontinued in 
Hew York on March $, 1962. The Detroit Offies operated a 
similar survey using Postal employees from Gcteber, 195i, untii 
February, 1962, at which time it was discontinued. The. 
San Francisco Office alse operated a similar survey from 
Octeber, 1961, until February, 1962. 

Pacilities utilized in New York were the FBI Office: 
Madison Square Post. Office; Cathedral eubataston: Planetarium 
Substation; and the Ansonia Post Office, ali Few York City. 
The Detroit Office survey was located in the Roosevelt Park 
eoEoet and the San Francisco operation in the Rincon Annax., 

sun Survey. (Pris survey was a review of mail directed 
to known intelligence officers ef the Soviet and Soviet blee 
countrios who were employees of the United Nations. The purpose 
of the survey was to detect contacts of an intelligence nature 
with these individuals since it wes helieved they were receiving 
such mail using the sacuro cover of their United Nations 
employment. The program was operated in New York only from | 
vane 25, 1963, to June ane 1964. The oe locations ana 

| SECRET -. | 

ae ee 

WW 55160 Docld:32989641 Page. 21 



"> i 
. y : 

ee ae, eS | ® | ® 

“ ‘ ae SECRET 

U. S. Senate Select Committee on 
intelliganca Activities (SSC) 

Re: Mail Surveillance 

in this survey were the. New York Office of the PRI and the : 
Grand Cantral Post Office in New York City. The mail involved 
was post cards and first-class letters. : _ 

Joe Survey. This survey was instituted to scroen aire 

mail from Miami to Cuba and Puerte Rico to Cuba in two specific 
Cuban counterintellicence operations. the purpose of this survey 
was to loeate clandestine communications through the use of certain — 

indicators on the mail as well as a knowledge of the mail drops 
in Cuba. The mail was intercepted at the Biscayne Annex Post 
office in Miami and cuspected items opened at-that lecation or 
in sone instances delivered te the FBI Laboratory at FBI Eead~ 

guarters for special precessing. First-class mail was primarily 
involvad. | 

Chiprey Survey. This survey screened first-class 
mail entering the Gaited States from the People’s Republic of 

China and Hong Rona. The operation began in Septembor, 195¢, 

as a mail cover and mail opening began on August 1, 1956. The 
program was finally terminated in January, 1966. Our original 
introduction into this survey was in connectien with the efforts 
of the U. S. Customs Service, Restricted Merchandise Section, 
to intercept communist propaganda being sent into the United States 
from abread. hater the Foreign Propaganda Unit, U. S&S. Customs, 

was our point of contact, which subsequently moved to the Rincon 
Annex Post Office. Ultimately, coverage was secured through 

the Airmail Facility of the U. S. Pest Office in San Francisco. 
In all instances, mail selected for opening was processed at 

the San Francisco FBI Offica. . 

Chiclet Survey. This survey was initiated in October, ~ 
1963, in San Pranciesco and was concerned with airmail originating 
in the United States and being sent te the People's kepublic of 
China. Coverage was maintained through the Airnail Facility of 

the Ul. 8. Post Office, San Prancisco; however, all items selected 

for opening were further precesged at the San Francisce FBI Office. 
The purpose of this survey was toa obtain foreign counterintel- 
ligence information concerning Americans residing in China who 
were of interest to the FBI and other agencies of the U. S&S. 
Government; to detect efforts to persuade scientista and others 

of Chinese descent in the United States to return to China; and 

SECRET 
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te develop information concerning economic and social conditions 
in communist China, as well as secure information concerning 
subjects in the United States of security interast who vere 
corresponding with persons in communist China. ‘This survey was 
discontinued in January, 1966... | 

Chican Survey. This survey was conducted from January 
to Hovember, LOGIT, in San Francisco. It was aimed at sereening 
first-class mail from Chinese individuals in Canada to Chinese 
individualg in the United States. The purpese for the survey. 
was to detect Chinese communist intelligence operations directed 
against the United States. The exact location of the screening 
in thic survey has not been determined from cur records. 

(2) A review cf logical records at PBI Headquarters 
aid not disclese any information concerning mail covers (apart 
from the surveys listed above) that were physically conducted 
by "BI employees whether alone or in cooperation with Postal 
Service employees. Canvass of selected field offices was 
unproductive of such information except that oux Washington 
Bield Division reported that mail covers, physically conducted 
by FBI empleyees, were maintained on various Soviet and Soviet 
blec establishments in Washington, D. ¢., From about 1960 to 
September 30, 1964. We are aurrently attempting to develop 
additional information and documentation concerning these 
incidents and further advice will be. forthcoming as soon as it 

-46 available. 

| {3) Documentation and momoranda requested concerning 
the surveys listed in this mamorandum have heen oremarcd, with 
the noted exception of the Sun Survey, and are being delivered 
to the Repartment of Justice under the delivery/access procedurcs 
agreed upon ‘by the Department of Justice and the SSC. | 

ee. oe ee 

1 - The Attorney General 
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nie ' WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT = 
' » : so 

| i 

| INTERNAL SECURITY - MISCELLANEOUS = 
Character: > . & 

/ = 

Sites Principal: activity of Women's Liberation Movement = 
in Philadelphia has been celebration of Women's 8 

Rights Day on 8/26/70. Occasion used by organizations such = 
as Socialist Workers Party and Communist Party to distribute ‘- 
literature. MAREEN/JASON, Socialist Workers Party-member. ac- a 

OY le Bech tive in Women's Liberation Movement up to mid-September i970. a 
Address used by Women's Liberation Movement at 928 Chestnut af 

Street shared by number of organizations, 

-RUC- 

Details: The Philadelphia Resistance Movement sponsored a 
meeting of a Women's Liberation Group at St. Mary's 

Church Parrish House in Philadelphia, Pa., on September 20, 
1969. There were approximately sixty persons in attendance, | 
of whom fifty were women. MAREEIP JASINSKI was among those in 
attendance along with young adults, college students, and some 
older women. The session which was to last all day had only a 
few persons present by noon and practically all had left by 
adjournment time in mid-afternoon. 

PH T-1 
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your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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MARBBEN JASINSKI, also known as Jason, held a 
leadership position in the Socialist Workers Party (SWP) 
in Philadelphia as of mid-September 1970. 

PH T-1 
September 1h, 1970 

The SWP has been designated by the Attorney 
General of the United States, pursuant to Executive Order 
# 10450. 

"The Daily World," an East Coast Communist News- 
paper, in its issue dated March 17, 1970, contained an article 
concerning a discussion of the Philadelphia Social Science 
Forum held at the Hotel Philadelphia, Philadelphia, Pa. The 
topic of the discussion was the Women's Struggle for Libera- 
tion. Among the speakers was one MAR ic CALL, who identified 
herself as from "Women's Liberationv* ~~ 

"The Distant Drummer ," a local Phiqadeishia sup iieas 
‘tion, carried an, aoe on June 18, 1970, reporting the es- 
tablishment of eiiomen's Liberation Center at LeU Chestnut _ 
Street, Ph ‘Philadelpite 
meg gt puree tt Weg gas rah, Were," 

The District Committee of the Communist Party (CP) 
of Eastern Pennsylvania and Delaware met in Philadelphia on 
August 9, 1970. At that meeting an announcement was made that 
the CP would have a table at the rally of the Women's -Libera- 
tion groun to be held in Rittenhouse Square in Philadelphia on 
August 26, 1970. It was stated at this meeting that the CP 
had been invited to participate in the Women's Liberation Move- 
ment on that day. 7 i 
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tf. . August 19, 1970 

JOY ose formed an organization in Phila- 
delphia in early“Mugust 1970 called*POWER, using the initials 
from the full bitle. hiladelphia 2 Organization of Women Lor 
Employment Rights. Ss0 TTOUS was formerly a membér of. National 
Organization: Sr Women (NOW); however, she left that organization 
because of dissension among its members. 
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While a member of NOW she revortedly met MAREEN 
JASON who went with SOKHITOUS into the new organization, 
POWHR. JASON arranged for POWHR to use the telephone number 
and address of 928 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, as a 
telephone listing and a mailing address. "New Mobe" also 
has an address at 928 Chestnut Street and JASON arranged for 
that organization to do the printing for POWER at a reduced 
rate. 

SOKEITOUS and others began organizing immediately 
for a Women's Rights Day rally to be held in Rittenhouse 
Square, Philadelphia, on August 26, 1970. Their only pur- 
pose was to call attention to the need for equal employment 
rights for women. Most of the details of organizing the 
rally were taken over by JASON since SOKEITOUS and others 
Gid not have the time to devote to it and lacked the necessary 
organizational ability. 

When SOKEITOUS and her associates arrived at Ritten- 
house Square for the rally on August 26, 1970, they were 
shocked to see organizations such as the CP, the SWP, and the 
Black Panther Party (BPP) all represented there and all dis- 
tributing literature. 

A characterization of the BPP is contained 

in the avpendix hereto. 

JASON made no attempt to conceal from the members 
of POWER that she was a member of the SWP and stated that she 
would be departing for Houston in the near future. 

The fourth floor at 928 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, 
where POWER has. its headquarters, is shared by a number of or- 
ganizations to whom the telephone and rental exvenses are pro- 
rated. These other organizations are the Gold Flower F Brigade, 
Professional Women's 5 Ones, Homeghite Action League, 3 hemp Le 
University “Women,~Bennsylvania a Association to” Réveal Abortifon 
Dat orien. lnited £6R7Abor tion “Rights, “and sevéral other groups 
for the’ “study of racism, anthropology; and sex. 

Telephones at the address are answered by volunteers 
and each organization has a folder in which its mail is vlacea 
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ale ie picked up by someone from the specific organization. 
i _The ladelphia Resistance prints material for ali of the 

organizations at reduced rates. 

ptt: 
—_—— PH T-3 

August 31, 1970 
September 14, 1970 

The Philadelphia Resistance, in its literature, 
describes itself as a See of young Americans fighting 
the draft. 

Literature distributed by NOW describes the organi- 
zation as a new civil rights group pledged to work actively 
to bring women into full particivation in the main stream 
of American Society exercising all the privileges and responsi- 
bilities thereof in truly equal partnership with men. Its 
program calls for the following: 

Passage of the Equal Rights Amendment now before 
Congress 

Abolition of Laws penalizing abortion 

Revision of State Protective Laws for Women 

Enforcement of the Civil Rights Act of 196h, Title 7 

Campaign to change the mass media's portrayal of women 

Participation of women on an equal basis with men in 
Church life and practice 

Greater participation of women in programs against 
poverty 

Revision of Divorce and Alimony arrangements 

Revision of Social Security laws. 
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Provision of Maternity rights 

Expansion of Child care services 

Revision of tax laws 

Full participation of women in political activities 

Revision of the Education System 

NOW literature shows their address as Post Office Box 

15505, Philadelphia, Pa., televhone JE 3-77. 

Literature distributed by POWER describes its goals 
as follows: 

Equal pay for equal work 

Equal job and promotional opportunities 

Equal training and educational opportunities 

These goals are to be reached through education 
and political action through the democratic process. 

POWER planned a leadership training course on under- 
standing local politics to be held twice weekly for a period 
of four weeks, beginning September 1h, 1970, as a part of their 
program to attain their stated goals. 

A program announcement put out by Women's Liberation 
Center, 928 Chestnut Street, outlined a series of films, panel 

discussions, and symposiums for the month of August 1970. One 
of these, entitled "The Causes of Woments Ovpression and the 
Paths to Their Liberation," was to feature NOW, the Socialist 
Labor Party, SWP, CP, Gold Flower Brigade, and =independent __.. 

_Women! 8 Liberationists. 
geen ar terest ite. be Chath ea OSI EI 

Those desiring further information were advised to 
call the Women's Liberation Center at WA 3-8330, and to ask 
for MAREEN or NANCY, | | 
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Literature distributed at the Women's Rights Day in 
Rittenhouse Square on August 26, 1970, included the following: 

A pamphiet issued by Student Mobilization Committee 
(SMC) to end the war in Vietnam, 928 Chestnut Street, 
entitled "Women Tinite Against the War." 

A pamphlet issued by the Young Socialist Alliance 
entitled "Women's Liberation - A Socialist View." 

"A Woman's Declaration of Liberation from Military 
Domination," issued by Women's Strike for Peace. 

A characterization of the SMC and Young 
Socialist Alliance is contained in the 
appendix hereto. 

r 
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BLACK PANTHER PARTY (BPP) 

aka 

Black Panther Party for Self Defense 

According to the official newspaper of the BPP, the BPP was started 
during December, 1966 in Oakland, California, to organize black people so they 
can take control of the life, politics, and the destiny of the black community. 
It was organized by BOBBY G. SEALE, BPP Chairman, and. HUEY P. NEWTON, Minister 
of Defense, BPP. 

The official newspaper, called "The Black Panther", regularly states 
that the BPP advocates the use of guns and guerrilla tactics in its revolution- 
ary program to end oppression of the black people. Residents of the black 
community are urged to arm themselves against the police who are consistently 
referred to as "pigs" who should be killed. 

The newspaper, in its issue of September 7, 1968, had an article by 
the then Minister of Education, GEORGE MURRAY. This article ended with the 
following: 

Black men. Black people, colored persons of America, revolt 
everywhere! Arm yourselves. The only culture worth keeping 
is revolutionary culture. Change. Freedom everywhere. 
Dynamite! Black power. Use the gun. Kill the pigs everywhere." 

The BPP newspaper, issue of October 5, 1968 had an article introduced 
with the following statement: "We will not dissent from American government. 
We will overthrow it." 

DAVID HILLIARD, Chief of Staff, BPP, in a speech at the San Francisco 
Polo Field on November 15, 1969, said MWe will kill Richard Nixon." 

DAVID HILLIARD, in the "New York Times", issue of December 13, 1969 
was quoted as follows: "We advocate the very direct overthrow of the govern~ 
ment by way of force and violence.? 

In the issue of April 25, 1970, the BPP newspaper had an article by 
Minister of Culture EMORY DOUGLAS as follows: 
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"The only way to make this racist US government administer 
justice to the people it is oppressing, is...by taking up 
arms against this government, killing the officials, until 
the reactionary forces...are dead, and those that are left 
turn their weapons on their superiors, thereby passing 
revolutionary judgement against the number one enemy of all 
mankind, the racist U. S. government." 

The BPP Headquarters is located at 1046 Peralta Street, Oakland, 
California. Branches of the BPP, and Committees to Combat Fascism, under 
control of the BPP, have been established in various locations in the USA. 

° 
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. STUDENT MOBILIZATION COMMITTEER, aka 
Student Mobilization Committee to 
End the War in Vietnam; 
National Student Mobilization Committee 

A source advised on May 16, 1969 that the Student Mobilization 
Committee originally grew out of the National Student Strike for Peace confer-~ 
ence held in Chicago, Illinois, on December 28-29, 1966, which resulted in a- 
call for massive antiwar demonstrations in New York City and San Francisco, 
California, on April 15, 1967. The National Student Strike for Peace was 
originally called by the Communist Party. Divisions arose between elements 
of the Communist Party and the Socialist Workers Party (SWP), culminating in 
a takeover by the SWP element in the Summer of 1968 and the Communist Party 
element withdrawing. Source further advised the Student Mobilization Committee 
locally and nationally is controlled by the SWP and its youth arm, Young 
Socialist Alliance (YSA), as evidenced by their participation in Student 
Mobilization Committee functions and their leadership role played in the 
Student Mobilization Committee. 

The SWP has been designated siadaial to Executive Order 104,50. 

A report by the Committee on Un-American Activities, House of 
Representatives, Ninetieth Congress, First Session, dated March 31, 1967, 
entitled, "Communist Origin and Manipulation of Vietnam Week (April 8-15, 
1967)" stated that the Student Mobilization Committee and the April 15, 1967 
anti-war demonstrations were communist dominated and inspired. 

A gecond source on April 3, 1969 made available a copy of "The 
Student Mobilizer dated April 5, 1969, which was self-described as being 
published by the National Office of the Student Mobilization Committee to End 
the War in Vietnam, 857 Broadway, Room 307, New York, New York 10003. In this 
issue the aims of the Student Mobilization Committee were set forth as: Bring 
the GIs home from Vietnam now; end campus complicity with the war; and win 
self-determination for Vietnam and Black America. 

In this issue of the publication, the Student Mobilization 
Committee pledged itself to organize high school students, college students, 
future draftees, Gis and all young 7. to fight until every last GI is 
brought home. 
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A third source on August 5, 1969 advised that the Student 
Mobilization Committee currently occupies Room 307 at 857 Broadway, New York, 
New York. 
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YOUNG SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 

A source advised on May 15, 1969 that the Young Socialist 
Alliance (YSA) maintains its national headquarters at 41 Union Square West, 
New York, New York, and has as its official publication the "Young 
Socialist."' The YSA is the youth organization of the Socialist Workers 
Party (SWP) and has been described by the SWP as the main recruiting ground 
for the SWP. 

The SWP has been designated pursuant to Executive Order 10450. 
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In Reply, Please Refer to 

File No. 

Title 

Character 

Reference 

— 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 

INTERNAL SECURITY - MISCELLANEOUS 

Philadelphia report of SA JOHN C. F. 

MORRIS, dated and captioned as above. 

All sources (except any listed below) whose identities 

are concealed in referenced communication have furnished reliable 

information in the past. 

Insufficient contact has been had with PH T-3 

to determine reliability. 
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DIRECTOR (€190-453233) oe 
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NEW, YORK (190-164665) 
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WASHINGTON FIELD (1099-49298) 
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oe WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVE WOMEN SD oe 

NEW YORK. 00: 
| 
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REVOLUTION, "BECAUSE FOR AN OPRESSIVE, RACIST, SEXIST SOCIETY 
% 

TO REALLY CHANGE WITHOUT REVOLUTION IS IMPOSSIBLE.” INVITATION 

CONTAINS DIRECTIONS TO LOCATE FELLOWSHIP FARM. 

RECEIVING OFFICES ENCOURAGE INFORMANTS WHO MAY HAVE 

LOCATION OF FELLOWSHIP FARM RECEIVED INVITATIONS TO ATTEND. 
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FBI 

Date: 10/27/70 . 
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sf yjt08 DIRECTOR, FBI (100-453233) | ( wr 

.. FROM: SAC, PHILADELPHIA (100-51132) (P) ¢ } ye 
: 

PENA 

re, | yy” | 
SUBJECT: WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 

(WLM) D 
IS ~ MISCELLANEOUS —_aLLINFORMATION Aco l aag 
(00: New York) SRE fil Src ale 

sre fie 

head 
rega 

WFO 
cern 
10/2 
WLM 
dise 
raci 
impossible." Attendees told to contact New York telephone number 
212-799-1008. Oe given to Fellowship Farm. 
Soulily deshrged nay ak Slew 
Cs). Bureau (Enc. 5 ).. 6 elas Ee ee ee ee 

3 - Albany (RM) 9 “.déref : et ea 
2 ~ Baltimore (RM) ee. | 
2 - Charlotte (RM) Twe é Le ae sips 
2 - Indianapolis (RM) padpynel ge-D ~ aa Reet tacmEmeeR veenaceie 

2 ~ Newark (RM) geet erect EXUS . 
3 —~ New York (100-164665) (RM) em OCT 80 1970 | 
2 - Springfield (CRM) : . 
2 - WFO (100-49208) (RM) meets tere | 
3 - Philadelphia : | | ‘ | 

. : an \ “peat, } 

EM faas as oS ————— RP get eg ragga ee rer aR isles an 

(26) - BENG AY > | re 

apravail Oy 20 eau \ Pieces M . Pez 
Special Agent in Charge og U. $. GOVERNAONT PRINTING OFFICE : 1969 0 - MEO (193 \o 

Re WFO teletype to the Bureau dated 10/21/70, and 
New York teletype to the Bureau dated 10/22/70. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are five copies of a letter- \ 
memorandum dated 10/27/70, for referral to Legat, Ottawa, \° 

rding Quebec license number observed at the WLM meeting. 

For information of offices not previously informed, 
teletype stated that a source had provided a leaflet con- 
ing a WLM meeting at Fellowship Farm in Limerick, Pa. 
3/70 through 10/25/70. Leaflet distributed to selected 
members stating the meeting was for people interested in 
ussing need for active revolution "because for an oppressive, 
st, sexist society to really change without revolution is 
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PH 100-51132 

New York teletype stated leaflet was distributed at 
Women's Center, 36 West 22nd Street, New York City, captioned, 
"About a Meeting of Revolutionary Women for..." Leaflet stated 
in part, "Some of the suggestions we've discussed for raps are 
things like - what do we really mean when we say women's revo- 
lution - what are its priorities - what are the pros and cons of 
collective living for women - are we ready for a group offensive 
~ what forms can it take?..." and "because we are committed to: 
social revolution (underlining supplied) meaning we know that in 
our form of oppressive, racist, sexist BOETERY > any real change 
without revolution is impossible. : 

New York teletype further stated that a reliable source 
gavisee on 10/22/70, that one JEANETTE at the given New York 
telephone number had said that | Revolutionary Women's Convention" 
was being held on a farm in Limerick, Pa. The telephone number 
FA 6-3008 in Limerick was given for transportation to the farn. 
JEANETTE said the announcement for the convention was made at a 
WLM meeting in New York City on 10/12/70. 

- , On 10/22/70, Lt. GEORGE FENCL, Civil Disobedience Unit, 
Philadelphia, Pa., Police Department, had one of his police 
women make a pretext telephone call tothe New York number. She 
talked to a woman who identified herself as LEE. LEE said each 
attendee should expect to contribute $1.00 and should bring food 
and wine. She said two films would be shown, one on abortion 
and the other on an actual sex act being performed. The film on 
the latter subject was to be narrated by one of the women who 
participated who would describe her feelings at the time. They 
also planned a guerilla theater called, "Burning City." LEE said 
to the caller that since the caller was from Philadelphia would 
she contact the "Plain Dealer" to let them know about this affair 
and to have them promote it. The "Plain Dealer" is a Philadelphia 
underground newspaper. : 

According to an article appearing in the "Pottstown 
Mercury," Pottstown, Pa., on 6/25/51, a 120 acre farm near 
Fagleysville, Pa., had been purchased by a national organization 
to ease racial and religious intolerance and to study other 
social problems. The farm to be called~fellowship. Farm had been 
owned by a wealthy eccentric Pottstown citizen. 

Be 
Also referred to as~Fellowship House,’ according to 

the article, the farm would be open to students of junior and 
senior high school age who had used the area in the past for 
meetings. Fellowship House is sponsored by the Society of 

a 
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Lepep ee Put also supported by leaders of all denominations, 
a rding to the article. There were at that time 15 Fellow- 
ship Houses in the country following the establishment of the 
movement in 1931. Fellowship House acquired Fellowship Parm, 
according to a spokesman, "because we simply overflowed all 
available places in Philadelphia." 

SA W. RICHARD THIRLWELL and SA JOHN C.°'F. MORRIS 
surveyed the area at Fellowship Farm in the early hours of 
10/25/70, and cruised through at first light. They obtained 
the license numbers from cars parked in the parking area, 
observing a number of people sleeping in sleeping bags on the 
ground near the cars. Following this they gave a ride to a 
white female, age about 55, who said she was an early riser and 
was out looking for coffee and cigarettes. Agents took her to 
the Limerick Diner for breakfast. She later introduced herself 
as PHYLLIS-SCHUYLER, nee Harlow, from New York City. She said 
members of WOMEN'S LIBERATION had gathered at the farm for a 
weekend of discussions. Agents listened to her talk for about 
40 minutes without revealing their identity. She talked 
incessantly about women's rights, exploitation, unfair salary 
schedules, the need for better, cheaper medicine for all, the 
evils of military industrial complex which contributes to the 
exploitation of women, the necessity for ending the stigma 
attached to homosexuals of both sexes, and the need to erase 
social pressures against illegitimate children. 

Mrs. SCHUYLER seemed to be hung up on sex. She said 
there were a number of lesbians at the camp who had put up 
posters "Lesbians Unite." The avowed lesbians shared quarters 
somewhat separated from the other women. Mrs. SCHUYLER has an. 
aversion to lesbians, she said, but she does not think they 
should be penalized for their sexual habits. 

She estimated that there were 200 to 300 people in 
attendance at the conference. (This is very doubtful.) She 
said they had shown a film on the evening of 10/24/70, but 
she had not seen it. She understood it was newsreel type 
footage. Some of the women also put on a theater presentation 
on the subject of exploitation, intending to illustrate how 
the upbringing of children results in attitudes which cause 
them to exploit each other. 

She said the discussions and meetings held on 
Saturday impressed her as mainly bickering and yelling sessions 
with all of the women trying to talk at once and the moderator 

| HW 55160 Doold: 32589641 Page 45 

*% tere Ae 4 a a ai fy ia 44, Naat Sa i ore rate sed ¥ a at ‘ ‘ oe 3 An any ede ni pociltitll SNEED RULERS MeO aint Bgl eae lid acale 

5 : ? : ast “2 > “sp - ~ Foy 

wie th £ att Pe : . : 

‘ bis 4 Sabie) Lae R Meh < sR toh AME 

te “a mith ah ag be, vy ‘ Wise GAARA Bail onts 
ie ie 

£ “et at, os tag t is, w ' fe hay + tL i ie std * a4 r CER aes FAM eoige Regt Heo feed Ks 

ff 

21 ARR BS stat 

+ 

3 Ke - 



PH 100-51132 

unable to maintain order. They put forth no clear-cut program, 
arrived at no conclusions, and as of Sunday morning, appeared 
to be no more cohesive than they had. been when they first arrived 
at the camp. Mrs. SCHUYLER said she personally was not sure what 
she wanted, and she thought many of the other women felt the same 
way. She regarded the whole thing as an opportunity for a 
pleasant weekend in the country among other females of more or 
less common interests. 

Agents took Mrs. SCHUYLER back to the farm, secured 
additional license numbers, and observed a number of women of 
various ages who appeared to be just getting up. 

| Mrs. SCHUYLER said that each attendee had contributed 
$1.00 and had brought some food. She thought the $1.00 might 
have been to help pay some of the overhead and to pay kitchen 
help which was provided to prepare the meals. She said Fellow- 
ship Farm is owned by the Quakers and that they made the farm 
available to groups who desired to study means of bringing about 
social improvements. ; 

LEADS a a : . 

GENERAL 

Receiving domestic offices have motor vehicle records 
reviewed for information on registered owners of cars from your 
division. Advise interested office if residence not covered by 
your division. 

Inform New York and Philadelphia of results, with 
information available from your files on the individuals. 

ALBANY . | ¢ fo 

AT ALBANY, N.Y.: At Department of Motor Vehicles, 
check the following New York licenses: 

XFA029 5428CT 
8N5785 2702660 
YZ8156 SORD 
$3570Z 8186YD 

- 8622YG YWS454 
O57KC LZ1786 
5606TK "  Y@6301 
1673WO 5575YV 
YL94793 81330C 
813502 LB3102 

ETYO66 
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PH 100-51132 

AT MONTPELIER, VT.: At the Motor Vehicle Department, 
check the following Vermont licenses: 

T8611 
V7518 

BALTIMORE 

AT GLEN BURNIE, MD. Check Department of Motor 
Vehicles on Maryland License GR5632. 

CHARLOTTE . 

5 AT RALEIGH, N,C.: Check Department of Motor Vehicles 
on North Carolina Ticense XKF669. 

INDIANAPOLIS 

AT INDIANAPOLIS, IND.: Check Commissioner of Motor 
Vehicles on Indiana license 3B856.-°- 

NEWARK -* 
“% 

AT TRENTON, N.J.: Check Commissioner of Motor 
Vehicles on New Jersey license SYV497. 

OPRINGFIELD 
a“ 

AT SPRINGFIELD, ILL.: Check Auto File Section, 
Office of Secretary of State, on Illinois license FH152. 

WFO 

AT WASHINGTON, D.C.: At Department of Motor vennet se: 
check following District of Columbia licenses: 

629758 725367 
818030 * 80012) 

PHILADELPHIA 

Pennsylvania licenses 64N83 and CK61787 were 
observed. This is being handled separately. | 

AT LIMERICK, PA. Determine identity of subscriber to 
Limerick telephone number "EA 6-3008, 
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UNITED.STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUS1.CcE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

In Reply, Please Refer to Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107 
i File No. 

October 27, 1970 

WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 

A conference of members of the Women's Liberation 
Movement was held on a farm near Limerick, Pennsylvania, 
during the weekend of October 23 through 25, 1970, Special 
Agents of the Federezl Bureau of Investigation observed license 
numbers on automobiles parked in the area where the conference 
was being held. Among them was Ottawa-license 9A6952. 
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WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 

LEAD 
Please determine registered owner of car bearing 

Ottawa license 9A6952 and provide any information already on 
record with respect to this individual. 
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FP-283, (kev. 12-19-67) 

“~ FEDERA@BUREAU OF INV@STIGATION 
| F . . . . ** 

| REPORTING OFFICE OFFICE OF ORIGIN | DATE. Z INVESTIGATIVE PERIOO : 

| 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 3/12/72 8/15/70 ~- 3/2/71 ~ 
TITLE OF CASE ; REPORT MADE SY ee TYPEO BS 

2 J. ROBERT NEWTON | caf” 

WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT [CHARACTER OF CASE 

rr? 

| ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
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New York report of SA J. ROBERT NEWTON, dated 8/14/70... 3 
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women's conferences in Canada with Indochinese women, March 
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NY 100-164665 a f+ & 
ADMINISTRATIVE: (cont'd) 

The SAS who observed demonstrations set forth 
in this report on the dates indicated were: 5 

V 8/26/70 (At City Hall) HENRY E, NAEHLE and 
: “+ J, ROBERT NEWTON 

JS apz6770 } - VINCENT A, ALVINO, 
(At 59th Street and Fifth JAMES T, BURNETT, 
Avenue and Bryant Park, NYC) RAYMOND F. MOHR and 

. EUGENE F, O'NEILL 

ae 3 WILLIAM H. BATTS and 
| | _* J, ROBERT NEWTON 

[12/12/70 " "ss JOHN W. MINOGUE and 
| - J. ROBERT NEWTON 

Case files have been opened and investigation 
instituted regarding all persons’ listed in this revort 
as officers of the Women's Liberation Center of New York 
as well as DEBORAH ENSIGN (listed as a paid staff member 
of WLC). 

‘ 

It is noted that WLC bank account is with the 
Amalgamated Bank of New York, whoerecords are no longer 
available to the NYO because of a law suit brought against 
the bank and the FBI by the Fiftn Avenue Vietnam Peace 
Parade Committee. 

This report is classified "Secret" to protect 
the sensitive nature of the relationship between NY T-15 

| jNFORMAN T with the ae Union (RU) as specified 
by the Crier y Offic | 

. The attached report is not being disseminated 
to the local intelligence agencies in view of SAC letter 
71-4, dated 1/26/71. It is‘felt that information contained 
herein is not of sufficientinterest to Army, Navy or 
Air Force to warrant dissemination to these agencies. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE: (cont! a) - 

arankebtontions of Maivicuale and secanivat tens 
mentioned in this report have been included where. pe wAeY are 
available. . 7 

. «€ 7h ¥ .? 
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ke es ah Rerause of the extensive information furnished 

os py. inFoRMAwT regarding WLM organization and activities, two 
a. T symbols, NY T-1 and NY T-3 are being used to further 
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| ~OOL 

_ 134-15562A-819 
-818 - 

~ #601 
~700 
~761 | 

os 

wg ati ecant iets bah eee hs ons eods 
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:  NY- 100-164665 | | 

INFORMANTS : (cont'd) a. oe lk a a * 

Identity of Source . -* Pile Where Located 

NY T-4 "22 100-164665- 660 
NETTIE DI MAURO CONG Saverr “898 
Panel Source) f | a bt od -899 °, 

NY T-5 | a © Be 100-161665-660 
a WALTER KIRBY rv pa 
S SD, NYCPD, | 3 oe 
New York, New York | 8 “s 
(by request) ; | | 

T~6 100~164665-660 
ao JOHN JUDGE ; ak 
SSD, NYCPD, - | 
ew York, New York © 

{by request) 

NY T~7 : P 100~164665~660 
Detective FRED JENOURE fie ae _ < 
SSD, NYCPD | : 
New York, New York 

* (by request) 

hy em ee, a _ : 134~177814-19 
{vr 

NY T-9 100-~164665-823 
Detective MICHAEL 0' CONNER ee 
Es NYCPD 

ew York, New York 
(by request) 

re Se iaes 4 . 100~164.665-~823 
1 ~ ° , " 
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NY 100-164665 

INFORMANTS (cont
'd) 

ov. NY T+11 
ees 

_- Detective HENERETTA on | 

-“ “$8D, NYCPD 
. New York, New York 

o 

“NY T-12 

“£818, NYCPD 
New York, New York 

(by request) 

NV T12 

IyreR MA vT- 
~ 

NY T-24 | | | 

| InpoemAw rT a 

NY T-15 

LIN Fo2?MAN T 

Used to characterize NY T-16 
RUTHANN MILLER&ZZ; ( _[N Fo MAN T- | 

‘Used to characterize 

WENDY REISSNER 5 nee 
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RACHAEL TOWNE. 2S? 

NY P17 
INFORMANT 
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_ NY 100-164665 | oe ee. 

INFORMANTS: (cont'd) 

Identity of Source ae --- . File Where Located 

NY T-19 - (* °. 434412736A-127 
INFORMANT ae a © 100-164665~708 

. NY T-20 7 Ls 234 6858A-787 
_ INFORMANT ee pee --§08-164.665-876 

NV T.91 Used to characterize rr 
IVFORMAN TT DIANNE DONGHI 

NY T-+22 Used to characterize 
J OSEPH GRUBISIC}] DIANNE DONGHT 
Intelligence Division} | 
Chicago, Ill. PDia,y, apps 

= by request) — oo Toure. 

NY T.)2 Used to characterize 
| jy FoRkmanT = CATHERINE HENRY GZ 

wy mol Used to characterize 
| INFORmMAwT — BARBARA REILLYAS 

Two copies of this report are being designated 
for the Offices requiring investigation (Los Angeles and 
Philadelphia) based on information that WLM organizations 
are active in these Divisions. One copy of this report is 
being furnished to other Offices for information purposes. 
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LEADS (cont'd) 

a RR 

NY 100-164665 ..e * sae 
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* uw . 
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e 4 ; ad 
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eo 7 nm 
= ve ov bee - 

investigation as set forth in Section 87E of the Manual of 
Instructions, based on information in this report and information 
ain referenced New York letter to Los Angeles and furnish 
results of investigation in report form. a 

PHILADELPHTA a i : ee 8 

AT PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA, Will report on 
Women's Conference held in.tne Philadelphia Division, October 
23 - 25, 1970 and conduct any additional investigation pursuant 
to Section 87E, Manual of Instructions and furnish report 
to Bureau and New York. 

NEW YORK 

AT NEW YORK, NEW YORK, Will follow activities on 
subject organization. : 
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Report of: | J. ROBERT NEWTON 2 Office: New York, New York 

a, 3/12/71 | a 
! Field Office File #: 100-164665 Bureau File #: 100-4.53233 

Title: WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT 
* . 

2 
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a 

Synopsis: : Women's Liberation Movement (WM), NYC maintains § 

ee. an Office (New York Women's Liberation Center) (WLC) ? 
; at 36 West 22nd Street, NYC. Although officers are Listed for . 

[ - for bank account purposes, there are no officers of WLM & 
: the usual sense. Paid staff member of WLC and WLC Steering =, 

o - ‘Bout thee members set forth. WIM is not a membership organization. 

poe WLC, NYC maintains a mailing list of approximately 

go" 3,000 names. Listing of NYC area WLM groups set forth. Meetings * 
. a and activities of NY area WLM groups set forth. Affiliation : 

and/or sympathy with other organizations and contact with foreign ; 
- women's groups set forth. 
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JOMENS\NATIONAL MARCH ON THE PENTAGON, APRIL TEN NEXT. IS-MISC. Be ct. i 

é fete eteicld <a: RE NEW YORK AIRTEL AND LHM TO DIRECTOR, APRIL TEN NEXT. IS-MISC. 

SOURCE AND INFORMANTS AT PHILADELPHIA UNABLE TO FURNISH ANY rs 
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INFORMATION ON ALLEGED WOMENS NATIONAL MARCH ON THE PENTAGON APRIL wae 
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ae OPTIONAL FORM NO. to ‘ 
: ie st MAY 1962 EDITION 
f ae GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 f “4 

. UNITED STATES Gi iRNMENT ~ . a oe 

Memorandum 
: ake DIRECTOR, FBI (100-453233) DATE: JUL 16 1971 

GEA FROM : SAC, PHILADELPHIA (100-51132) (RUC) 

ae 
SUBJECT: WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT (WLM‘ 

D (00: New York) ALL INFORMATION CONTAINE , REIN I Spy geal 

S80 HERE Toled_ eva 
f : 

bY Re New York report of SA J. ROBERT NEWTON dated 
LA ' 3/12/71; and Bureau communication to Philadelphia on 6/17/71. 

of Enclosed for the Bureau are ten copies of an LHM 
x ere as above. Two copies are enclosed for New York. 

RA The LHM is being classified confidential as it 
x  coptitnn information furnished by confidential sources, the 
2 “disclosure of whom could impair their future effectiveness. a 

R Records of the Bureau of Motor Vehicles, Harrisburg, 
Ss Pa., as reviewed on 4/1/71, revealed the following information 

8 regarding license numbers observed at the Fellowship Farm Con- 
® ference on 10/25/70. | 

nN Pennsytvania 64N-183 
YS DAVID A,}SELTER 
8 429 =e Street, , Pittsburgh, Pa. 

S | Penheyivan ahaa oe 
RICHARD L >SBARTHOLD 
2010 Mt. _ Vernon, Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

: _A veview of captioned file reveals that there is 
no active chavter or organization of the Women's Liberation 

+ Movement in Philadelphia. In view of the above, no further 
investigation is being conducted in Philadelohia UACB. 

Identities of sources utilized in the LHM are main- 
tained on Philadelpnia copy. Feed 
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: ' First Source 

second Source 

Third Source 

Fourth Source 
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In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 

UNI1«D STATES DEPARTMENT OF JuSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

JUL 16 1977 

WOMENS, LIBERATION MOVEMENT CONFERENCE 
HELD A TAEELLOWSHIP. } FARM, LIMERICK, Pi] OK PA. 
Or te afer ta a ie 

ON OCTOBE 

Women's Liberation Movement (WLM is made up of 
loosely structured groups throughout the country, which 
grouvs have been publicly described as advocating complete 
equality for women. 

On October 21, 1970, a reliable source advised that 
Betty Garman, WLM representative in Washington, D.C.. had dis- 
tributed a leaflet to selected WLM members to attend a special 
meeting at a "Fellowshiv Farm" in Limerick, Pa., on October 
23-25, 1970. 

The leaflet stated the meeting was for peonle in- 
terested in discussing the need for an active revolution 
"because for an oppressive racist, sexist, society to really 
change without revolution is impossible." The leaflet advised 
those nlanning to attend to contact New York telephone number 
212-799-1008 and furnished directions to the farm. 

On October 22, 1970, a second reiiable source advised 
that a leaflet was distributed at Women's Center, 36 West 22nd 
Street, New York City, concerning a meeting of revolutionary 
women. The leaflet furnished directions to a "Fellowshin Farm" 
in Limerick, Pa. 

. On October 22, 1970, a third reliable source stated 

This document contains neither recommenda- 
ae tions nor conelusions of the FBI. It is 

Sh, the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
> your agency: it and its contents are not 

to be distributed outside your agency. 
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WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT CONFERENCE 
HELD AT FELLOWSHIP FARM, LIMERICK, PA., 
ON OCTOBER 23-25, 1970: 

a vhone call was made on October 22, 1979, to New York vhone 
number 212-799-1008. The nhone was answered by a woman who 
identified herself as Lee. Lee stated that each attendee 
should contribute $1.00 and should bring food and wine. She 
stated two films would be shown, one on abortion, and the 
other on an actual sex act being nerformed. A guerrilla 
theater called "Burning City" was also being vlanned. 

; % On October 25, 1970, a fourth reliable source was 
in the area of Fellowship Farm during the early morning hours 
and spoke with a white female, age about 55, who identified 
herself as Phyllis\ySchuyler from New York City. This woman ;~ - 
told source that members of Women's Liberation had gathered  . 
at the farm for a weekend of discussions. She talked in- 
cessantly about women's rightssy exploitation; unfair salary 
schedules; the need for better, cheaper medicine for all: 
the evils of the military industrial comvolex which contributes 
to the exvloitation of women: the necessity for ending the 
stigma attached to homosexuals of both sexes: and the need 
to erase social pressures against illegitimate children. She 
advised there were a number of lesbians at the farm who had 
put uv nosters “Lesbians Unite" and that the lesbians shared 
quarters somewhat separated from the other women. 

? 

ye ‘e\ \ es a 

_ Mrs. Schuyler estimated that there were 200 to 300 
people in attendance at the conference. She stated that a 
film had been shown on the evening of October 24, 1970, but 
that she had not seen it. Some of the women also put on a 
theater presentation on the subject of exnloitation, intend- 
ing to illustrate how the uvbringing of children results in 

-attitudes which cause them to exploit each other. 

She said the discussions and meetings held on Saturday 
impressed her as mainly bickering and yelling sessions with all 
of the women trying to talk at oncé and the moderator unable 
to maintain order. They nut forth a no clear-cut nrogram; 
arrived at no conclusions; and, as of Sunday morning, anveared 
to be no more cohesive than they had been when they first 
arrived. Mrs. Schuyler said she nersonally was not sure what 
she wanted, and she thought many of the other women felt the 
same way. She regarded the whole thing as an ovportunity for 
a pleasant weekend in the country among other females of more 
or less common interests. 

2 

—-CONPIDEN EEA 

ww 55140 Docld:32989641 Page 63 

‘ . « 

toa 5 

WR Meydy Cae tyedbpite Rye ah? 

- ta oe 

B thy tke F Oud Da aea te TY ty 

fe £4 et 

“aetblpeepastt = 

MIME ota ae aeehetnb ef He RHE Dee es 

$ 
+ , Ps + 

pigeon! > eth enaiion, ttre 

ttijpeoonsin is 

pig oy 

a apageete payee * 

e 

heh 

stati 29 

ba “s Z Depak 



OPhiorial (ORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA PPAR (41 CER) TOL—11.6 

‘ , UNITED STATES G + RNMENT ee 

| VN Le Me. Mines fests Bins” 
, eaten os 8 

; 1 - Mr. Cregar Comp. Syst. 
ie ext. airs ._ 

TO : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 2) 119 ea ee 
if re 1 - Mr. Hotis 5 el 

1 ae Mr. Daly Inspection ____ 

Intell. 

~ bordtory J 

toad, Couns. é 

fe ™ PlongeEval, 
ay 

. of "wy Spec? Inv. 

. j Training 
Zz wo - 

; Cey v flelephone Rm. —. 

- _[Pivecter Sec'y —— 

4 
FROM ;: een A 

Lf Ach a 

7 selene 
ENSTUDY 75 

SUBJECT: 

-, ‘\ The Bureau has been receiving numerous requests from RY 
the House and Senate Select Committees. As an indication of WN 
the number of requests being received, on September. 3, 1975, , 
we received four requests from the House Committee alone. \ 
Many of the requests involve complex research and review of - 
Bureau materials, etc. We have recently experienced continu- vo 
ing pressure by both Committees to comply with their requests NS 
as quickly as possible. Additionally, we have received in- 
dividual telephonic requests from Staff personnel of the “ih 
Committees to expedite one particular request ahead of another; 
and in many instances, the request for expeditious handling of 

| A area item conflicts with the request of some other Staff 
ember 

The current guidelines with the Senate Select Com- 
mittee require responses be prepared on short dealines and it 
has reached the point with regard to the Senate Select Com- 
mittee that it is not possible to comply with their requests 
within the stated deadlines. While every effort is being made 
to abide by the guidelines adopted by the Department and the 
Committee, the shefr volume of the material requested and the 
work involved makes compliance with these guidelines not 
possible. 

ORIGINAL FILED IN. (7% 7 “ 
SA Daly of this Division brought this matter to the 

attention of Michael E. Shaheen, Jc., Special Counsel for In- 
telligence Coordination in the Department , and Shaheen stat 
he understood the problems being generated by the pvolumes 
requests being received by the FBI. 
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
RE: HOUSTUDY 

SENSTUDY 75 

Shaheen subsequently advised SA Daly that he had’ 
brought this matter to the attention of the Senate Select 
Gommittee orally in a conversation with Mark Gitenstein on 
9/4/75 including the problems being encountered with in- 
dividual Staff Members declaring that their particular 
request had a higher priority than any other particular 
request. Gitenstein told Shaheen that he would attempt to 
correct this problem. 

In a subsequent conversation with Staf£ Member Mark 
Gitenstein, Gitenstein stated he had been informed by the 
Department of the problem the Bureau is encountering in 
responding within the deadlines set for various Committee 
requests. He indicated that he would take steps to make 
sure individual Staff Members do not on their own initiative 
attempt to place their request ahead of any other particular 
request without coordinating it with him. Additionally, he 
stated it was his intention to bring this to the attention of 
John ELLif£, Task Force Director of the Domestic Task Force of 
the Senate Select Committee, and suggest a meeting be held with 
Bureau representatives on Monday , 9/8/75, in an effort to solve 
this particular problem. If a meeting is held on that date, it 
is expected that ’a representative of the Intelligence Division, 
Legal Counsel Division and the Department will be in attendance. 

a 

' RECOMMENDATION : 

For information. 
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i- ir. J, B. Adams . 

1- fir. J. A. Mintz 

a J - Mr. WOR. Wannall 

| | 1-Mr. A. B. Fulton | pp 
! The AiterneyyGeneral September 5, 1975 

A. F. Watters, dr. , FBI 1- Mr. & 
bd “HG 39> oa iL. Lacey, dr. 

BRAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE (GAO) 
REVIEW OF PBI OPERATIONS: 
STUDY OF DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE NFORMATI 
JURISDICTION AC REIN aroha WA de 

DATE 

| DHrectoj 

Beference is mads to my letter fo you captioned “United States 

Senate Select Committee on Intelligence ," dated April 14, 1975, wherein a % 

Liicsys 

ceny of "Intelligence Division Pes ate ee On « furisciotian ," dated 
“4 ms at roebwusry 13. 1975, was enclosed. PAT 

+ > 4 22 i. eS ary ™~ * ‘ esk - 

to GAG pursuant to its request in. contirmat LOX 20s its peview ¢ av 

n a4 operations, 

SA Beh 

February 12, 1875, and a copy of the response to thase questions. 

tt will be noted that responses are not provided to certsin <* 
auestions concorning the FRI Menuel of Instructions and the pener dated 

Fisy 18, if72, The deterrrination to omit reenonses to these questions 
was tande during consultations with Mr. Alan S. Geldberg, GAO rasearch 
etetf, to facilitate an exnpedlious Bere! fpeused On ae issues of prirary 

; sponses to 

~ a “ 2 7 of te z ry ‘ tw ed . 7 a ~ 2. material deals with jurisdiction, Mis beimg : 5 tnasmne en 25 th vifs 

'  ——s- fowwarded for your information ond review. 

Assoc. Dir. 

Dep. AD Adm. .. sf) . 
Dep. AD Inv, sauces vb oh Oh N ( ( # oS f 

| Senay Enclosures -- 2 =e _ wa YA 2 \P 
Saye 

Asst, Dirc.: 

Admin, 

« "ape, 

iN 
bf iy V to 

Comp. Sys? ah Gnas cote £ * oP s pgt ae 

Ext. Affatrs __, 

Files & Cam, 

Gai. tnt See memorandum-A. RB. Fulton to Mr. W. RR. Wannall, ds 

seta eh \7> Captioned "General Accounting Gifiee (GAO) Review of FBI Operations," \ 
RSPRchios ra 4 
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Assoc. Dir. 
ee ret 

Dep. AD Adm. __ 

; : Dep. AD Inv. __ 
. UNITED STATES GENERAL ACCOUNTING GFFICE : | Asst. Dir.: 

“ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548 | | Admin, . 
| Comp. Syst. 

1 | Ext. Affairs 
GENERAL GOVERNMENT . JUL 3 1875 Files & Com. 

DIVISION 
—- 

| Gen. Inv, 

| Ident. 

rei? Lf 

Intel Pet 
Mr. W. Raymond Wannall a os 

‘| Assistant Director saporatory ra 

eae Intelligence Division Ce ee 

: Federal Bureau of Investigation : ony & Eval 
a Department of Justice =e pec. Inv. 
a JZ Training 

ay Dear Mr. Wannall: | bei Z Ls Telephone Rm. __! 

Sia er hie 7 [DiescterSec'y | 
™ v On April 24, 1975;~Dixector Kelley esponded tootir reques - 
ay regarding the Bureau's legal authority "to-Conduct domestic intelli- 

> gence operations by providing material concerning the collection, 
— maintenance, dissemination, and destruction of information resulting 

a . from such investigations. 

We have reviewed that portion of the Bureau's response relating 
to its authority to conduct domestic intelligence investigations and 
believe that some clarification of matters therein is necessary for 
us to better understand the Bureau's position. Accordingly, we would 
appreciate a written response to the enclosed questions which relate ‘) 

er to the papers prepared by you and Messrs. Watters and Lacey; a portion j 
of the Domestic Intelligence Division position paper, "Investigations 
of Subversion," May 19, 1972; and portions of Sections 87 and 122 of 
the FBI Manual. To facilitate analysis, we would appreciate if the 
Bureau could use the same format as the questions with any questions tA 
not requiring an answer because of a prior response being so noted. 
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Should you or your staff desire to discuss these questions for 
any reason, we would be glad to do so. If any clarification is needed, 

please call Alan ©. Goldberg on 386-3575. Thank you for your cooperation. 

yes zs INE Sincerely yours, CONTA LL INFORMATION 
verEN ES sia User Boalt 
DATE LES 

LU WA ut VA Gterwannozd recmuncnis Ss 
ORIGINAL FILED IN 
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Assoc. Dir, ___., | 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm._, # 

| Dep.-A.D.-Inv. 
Asst. Dir: 
Admin, 20, 

1 Comp. Syst. —_. § 
| Ext. Affairs —. 

FEDERAL, BURFAU OF INVESTIGATION 
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

| \/ SEP OT 1975 
' b ; 

, TELETYPE 
NR0O3 PD PLAIN 

+ Inspectio 
i Intell. . 

bacoraEy sao ~ ih 
' Plan. & Eval. i. t 
j Spee. Inv. 4 Nae i 
) Training ee 
j Legal Coun. We 
Telephone Rm 
Director See’y —_. : 

tes 
é 

~~ 

\ITEL” SEPTEMBER 6, 1975 HH™ 

BUREAU 
92:55 PM 

408 
” 

SEATTLE (66-2894) 

| 
INED ALL INFORMATION CONTA 

| 

i ee PORTLAND HEREIN | Se ers FIED . Sn 

\SENSTUDY 75 _ DATE 
i“ 

© 7 emanates emngsereyernenarennrn 

RE BUTEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975 AND SEATTLE TELETYPE TO PORTLAND, 

SEPTEMBER 6,/1975. 

PALL ISLER, FORMER ASAC, SEATTLE, WAS CONTACTED IN ACCORDANCE 

WITH INS uct 164s IN REBUTEL ON SEPTEMBER 6, 1975, AT HIS 

RESIDENCE AT RT. 1 BOX 743, PARKDALE, OREGON. BIBLER STATED 

HE CANNOT RECALL PARTICIPATING IN "MAIL OPENING ACTIVITIES" 

QvHILE IN FBI. HE ADVISED HE WOULD NOTIFY PORTLAND OFFICE IF HE . a) 

= CONTACTED BY SSC STAFF AND, SHOULD THIS OCCUR, PORTLAND WILL we 

=a EREAPITER ADVISE FBIHQ. 

A ND 

: dm FBIH@ CLR 
ee 

om GPF 

"Jak PERSON 
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Assoc, Dir. ms 
Dep-A.D-Adm— | 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv, 

Asst. Dir: 
3 Admin. ___ 

Comp. Syst. 
| Ext. Affairg 

1 Files & Com. —__ 

Gen. Inv. 
i Ident. 

Inspection 
| Intell. . : 

| Laboratory . ry 
1 Plan. & Eval, 3, ' 

Spec. Inv. v's ey 
Training ay ST 

Legal Coun. -1# 
| Telephone Rm. \_ | 
| Director See’y ___ | 

. @ e 
, 

| FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

\ yf S) PLain COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

| 96 1975 

Layeton, FBI (62-116395) bs 

ATTENTIUNS We. CREAGAR, INTD 

WN 
Cd y 

DAN DIEGU (66-1714) 

| YSENSTUDY TD 

Ri SUREAU TELETYPE DATED SEPTEMBER 5, 1975. _ 6K 

SAN DIEGU DIVLSIUN, LATE THIS AFTERNOON, CUNCERNING CONTENTS Nea, 

| UF REGERENCED TELETYPE. MR. PRICE waS APPRECIATIVE OF THE , 

AVANCE WUTICE’ AND ADVISED THAT HE HaS Nu INTENTIONS UF TALKING oS 

cushe SSCe ie RECALLED THAT He SIGNED AN UATH AND AGREEMENT 

JFaonrivesriiet Ty WHEN Hé JUINED THE BUREAU, AND Was NO ; 

FEBNT 10s UF VIULATING THAT UaTH EVEN THUUGH THE BUREAU MAY —_— 
ee din 

i Teaver sneer 
- 

a 

ATARALLY 8 RELIEVE HIM UF THaT OBLIGATION. HE WAS 
mi i PTO ne 

“Tg Sie TELEPHONE NUMBER UF THE LEGAL CUUNSZL DIVISION AND 

Wied NVITED TO CALL THAT OFFICE ne He BE CUNTACTED 

SY SSCe He ALSU PUINTeD OUT sig Phe te HAS BEEN 16 e : ie ois ~ ONT 

C7? 
LS URBUBERU Pur ELEVEN YEARS, AND HIS MeMURY OF spatter d DETA 

VPERATIUNS AND EVENTS UCCURRING DURING HIS EMPLOYME 

ND 

MPM Fo ITHQ ACK FOR TwO AN D CLR 

8 4 SEP 1 8 1975 
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Assoc. Dir, maa § 
i Dep.-A.D.~Adm_o, } 
1 Dep.-A.D.-InVims # 
{ Asst. Dir.: ys 
f Admin. -———~.e § 
i Comp. Syst. —. § 
i Ext. Affairs . f 
§ Files & Com. —, § 

i Gen. Inv. 

4 Ident. ....-- | 

1 Inspection 
"AR 

| Intell. . OLD it 

§ Laboratory 
f | 

§ Plan. & eval, 

Spec. Inv. ath 

1 ‘Training 20 

~/ ; FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

\ COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

NR O51 LA PLAIN n Pvpe 

09:31 PM NITEL 95-75 BDW TELETYPE 

TO ByREAY (62- 116395) %O) 

FROM AS ANGELES ( 66-6243) 
FE ' SENSTUDY 75 

Director Sec’y —_. { ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
DATE tofielica— BY dN 

THE FOLLOWI NG FORMER EMPLOYEES OF THE BU RESIDING IN 

RE BUTEL, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975. 

LA TERRITORY, WERE PERSONALLY CONTACTED SEPTEMBER 5, 1975, 

“BY SAC RALPH J. RAMPTON, CONCERNING THE CONTENTS OF RE 

EPL ETY PE 
= 

WILLIAM G/ SIMON, 2035 LOMBARDI ROAD, SAN MARINO, ae 

LIFORNIA. 

WESLEY G. /GRAPP, 4240 BON HOMME ROAD, WOODLAND HILLS, 

L IFORNIA. 

ry ARNOLD C./LARSON, 4232 ABBINGTON COURT, WESTLAKE VILLAGE, 
Cee 

CALIFORNIA. 

EACH EXPRESSED SUPPORT OF QHE, BU AND PLEDGED COOPERAT ION LH 

! IN THIS MATTER. / } REC-16 Ca) AE Oty “8 

JOSEPH K. PONDER, AS THE BU IS AWARE, WAS INTERVIEWED 

! AUGUST 31, 1975, BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE STAFF MEMBER MIKE -, 

EPSTEIN AND HAS PREPARED A LETTERHEAD MEMORANDUM WHICH CONTAINED. , 

iN 
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PAGE TWO (LA 66-6243) 

THE RESULTS OF THIS INTERVIEW AND WHICH WAS FORWARDED 

TO THE BU. 

IN VIEW OF THIS, NO CONTACT WAS MADE WITH MR. PONDER 

AS A RESULT OF RE TELETYPE. 

END 
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Assoc. Dir. i 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm__.. # 
Dep.-A.D. Inv... # 

Asst. Dix: £1 

Admin. 3 
Comp. Syst. —W | 
Ext, Affairs 
Files & Com. 
Gen. Inv. 

‘\ Ident. 
Inspection. 

NRO2S DL ed 

1@56PM NEL, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975 ELC 

Intell. Udde 

Leval Cour 
Teleph TO pirgefor (62-116395) BSP ni Director Seek gry 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 
+." Ne 

: Laboratory ——f. | 
eS Plan. & Eval, —. ¥ 

Spee. Inv. yf | Rs = Inv. AZ 
cP On a ee A 

ct ae 

ete 

“SAC, DALLAS (105-5731) 

SENSTUDY 75 of 

eas ALEXA NDR IA , ETAL, SEPTEMBER 45/1975. 

FORMER BUREAU EMPLOYEES KENNETH E. (COMMONS, 2458 DOUGLAS 

DRIVE , GELEPHONE 915-949-4817) AND PAUL H. /STODDARD, 3014 

CHATTERTON DRIVE, @ELEPHONE 915-949-1@9) , BOTH SAN ANGELO, ~ 

Baas. CO NTA CRED SEPTEMBER 5, 1975, AND ALERTED REGARDING POSSIBLE 
a 

z REPROACH FOR INTERVIEW BY SSC STAFF. ay, 

38 BOTH EXPRESSED APPRECIATION FOR ADVANCE KNOWLEDGE OF | a 

= BP SSIBLE CONTACT AND OFFER OF ASSISTANCE BY BUREAU’S LEGAL COUNSEL 

~ BIVISION, 

# NEITHER MR. COMMONS NOR MR. STODDARD ANTICIPATES ANY PROBLEM 

IF CONTACTED BY SSC,BOTH re + 160 HAVE NO KNOWLEDGE OF SUBJECT 

_ Ws MATTER INVOLVED. 

END. 

' HOLD PLEASE 

B4 SEP 18 19/0 mace’. 
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NWC KI > Pp | u ; | VEHAL BUREAU CF INVESTIGATION ‘ 3 us ORE COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

Py ‘i Gee \| =CETYPE 
NROOS JN CODE 

o 

SEPTEMBER 5, 1975 SRW 

Assoc. Dir. 

Dep.-A.D.-Adm.___. 
Den.-A.D.-Inv.__ 

Ast. Ss “15 

Aa, i”, pedis he 
Ciirrn, Svy t. 

Ext. Affairs __. = 
Be Se Com 2 
Geo, Tus, 
Tdewt. 

Si ee 

ae Oe 

10:00PM NIT, 

| TO DIRE@TOR ( 62-116395) mga’ 

FR OMA, N (80-490) 

3 isTuDY 75) | 

REBUTEL TO ALEXANDRIA, ET AL, SEPTEMBER 5, 1975. 

are nt amachalate, De SS ene Tal ill HEA ne. IT A fas ener 

Legal i 

pal pnens os 
Dire See’'y 

FORMER SAC WILLIAMS WEBB /BURKE, 1847 AZTEC DRIVE, JACKSON, 

= ee ee 
MISSISSIPPI, PERSONALLY CONTACTED BY ASAC JACKSON EVENING 

SEPTEMBER 5, 15° 75, AND PERTINENILY INFORMED AS INSTRUCTED 

| RETEL. BURKE WAS MO-ST APPRECIATIVE AND CORD IAL BUT OFFERED 

NO FURTHER REACTION OR COMME NI. 

END. - = 
fea oe 

ae LLINFOR FIED mals 

se wasp ; eT DA 

| 2s 
| ed ST. 100" ° 

Lat ae, 
= 

> B 6 
2 Ip, \REC- \ 

rns 
OS bse y 

a 

(\ 

p48 19/5 
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} Assoc. Dir. : 
} Dep.-A.D-Adm._. f 
f Dep.-A.D.-Inv..-.. { 
f Asst. Dir: 
PCAGMIn: aye 
4 Comp. Syst. —— 
) Ext. Affairs —— 
] Files, & Com. — } 
i Gen. Inv. —_---— ] 

Ident. —..~ 
i Inspection x 
f Intell. | 
4 Labcratory ——-— 
i Plan. & Eval. =i 
4 «Spec. Inv. 2A 
1 Training i 

| Legal Coun. 4 ../ } 
Telephone Rm LW J 
Director See’y __ § 

v FeUERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 5 COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

j* DE EP STAND BY FRO THREE } ae 
i A 

ELETYPE Ly. 
} 

ITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975 SMC 

DIRECTOR (62= 116395) 

EL PASO (66-1587) OM 

ALL INFORMATION 
CONTAINED 
SSIFIED 

» “OD ER HEREIN [ie oh BY? pass hy ; 
(Cseusruvy 5}. DATE raat f fe \O. we 

f 
fr 
\ Sch aU 

RE BUNITEL, SEPT EMB 5, 1975. I/ 
am z FORMER SAC KARI: W. PISSLY, 7800 BIG BEND, EL PASO, a 

 QEXAS, TELEPHONE NO. 755-8798, CONTACTED IMMEDIATELY 
se OE tao 
BSAC IN ABSENCE OF SAC. DISSLY WAS ADVISED THAT HE 
oe 
= MIGHT BE CONTACTED BY A SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) 

* 

~S 2STAFF AND WAS ADVISED CONCERNING CONTAC WITH os § He Lua 
“2 Oe ae ‘ _ A oa me 

“LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION AS SET FORTH™ IN RERRNCED BUREAU = 

NITEL. FORMER SAC DISSLY ADVISED THAT THERE IS NOTHING 
5 

HE COULD TELL THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE. HE ADVISED 

——a— 
avo, 

ay 

THAT HE WILL NOTIFY BUREAU IF HE IS CONTACTED BY SSC TAP walt 

QO wsr}) S- G] " : 

STAFF CONCERNING THIS a ERe 

we 
~ 

END a 

wi A,S5P 1 82199, oa96a: ~t Qneneenst 

nt 

fue 3 i yes. tt 4 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPAIR (43 CFR 101—11.6 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc. Dir, —__ 

Dep. AD Admn.\3 
Mintz Dep. AD Inv x d? Memorandum Io Mrs adams 0 “aren 

Pi 1 —- Mr. Wannall Comp. Syst. —__ 

g 1 - Mr. Cregar ee 
TO “Mr. J. B- : Adams DATE, 9/5/75 aikice: a 

1 = Mr. Hotis Ident. 

te ME. Daly Inspection —___ 

FROM ‘Tegal Counsel i oo tery f 
kegal! Cou 

$F fia 2 
ly Lei & Eval. __ 

SUBTECT: ; Spee. Inv. —____ 
J Rsmismoy 75 ' Training 

: : Telephone Rm. 

i tee Sec’y __ 

On 9/5/75, SA Paul V. Daly of this Division was 
advised by Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination in the Department, that Paul 
Wallach of the Senate Select Committee had informed him 
that the Committee desired the presence of Shaheen and 
SA Daly at an executive session at 2 p.m., Tuesday, 
9/9/75, to explain why the material requested relating 
to mail openings had not been delivered to the Committee. 

Shaheen requested that every effort be made by the 
Bureau to avoid the necessity of explaining to the Committee 
the lack of production of the mail opening material at the 
executive session. 

The above information was brought to the attention 
of Paul Mack, Executive Assistant to the Deputy Associate 
Director (Investigations) who in turn advised that Mr. Adams seek: 
had instructed that every effort be made to produce the re- % 
quested material prior to the executive session. p18 

Unit Chief James Lee was advised of this decision. OF 

RECOMMENDATION : ie J. oO 

For information. 50 | 

ten et- 
ALL INFORMATION \ KA z. J [ Y Ti S 

PVD: lad (sy AD 
7.9 ser 17 8 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
RATED “Docld: 32989641 Page 75 
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twee 

Assoc. Dir. 

Dep. AD Adm. — 

Dep. AD Inv. 

salen mio 

Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. 

Comp. Syst. 

Ext. Affairs 

Files & Com. 

Gen. Inv. 

Ident. 

Inspection 

Intell. 

Laborstory 

Plan. & Eval. — 

Spec. Inv. 

Training 

Legal Coun. 

Telephone Aa 

‘4.FE8 Hsrid?Broas6a1 Page 76 

(1 - Mr. J. B. Hotis) 

1 = Mr . W. 0. Cregar 

1 =- Mr. T. E. Burns 

September 2, 1975 The Attoryey General 

; ge 9 al, K 

U. S. GRATE SELECT COMMITTEE on . 
TNGELLIGENCE ACTIVETIES (SSC) ue 

is IN 

Reference is made to the memorandum from the Ssc \\ 
ae liay 14, 1975, and appendices thereto, requesting cer- J 
tain documents and other information from the FBI and ny ‘ 
letter to you dated Junc 20, 1975, enclosing a menorandun ™ 
dated June 20, 1975, Eor the SSC. al : 

Enclosed for your approval and forwarding to the a | 
Committee is the original of a memorandum with enclosure By 
which supplements our response to the SSC containe] in the pa 
gunc 20, 1975, memorandum referred to above. The enclosure 6 
to the memorandum is a copy of your letter to Mr. Lloyd H. 7 
Cutler, dated August 5, 1975, which has a direct bearing on a 
this matter since it authorized the FBI to review the sealed * a 
material contained in the Kraft file. | 2 ‘ FO 

A copy of this menorandun with enclosure is being 5 
Eurnished for your records. 

Enelosures ~ (4) ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED ee 
DATE ofl bm BY SAE 

G2-116395 DATE {ofl 

1 - The Deputy Attorney General 
Attention: Wichaci E, Shaheen, dr. 

Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination . 

__PEB:Imh\..(\ SS 
(9) 

x, 't \ 
i. \ 

we rN) 
feserve UNIT [_] 

re 

a - 

. d (} * : | ‘ y GPO, 1975 O = 569-920 —_ toy pies / Ps a a - im 

ext fii ef 7 - — OES OH: eu bg 

soe & 

a Oe, ¥ 

4- ~ 

é, 



2 e. J. A. Mintz 
(Il ~ Mr. J. B. Hotis) 

1 —- Mr. W. R. Wannall 
iL-~ Mr. W. 0. Cregar 
L-Mr. T. E. Burns 

62~LL6395 september 2, 1975 

0. &. SENATE SELECT COMMITTER TQ 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 

RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

RS: REQUES!E PORPAINING TO 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE ; 

DECLASSIFIED BYSDskn 

Reference is made to SSC Letter to the Attorney 
General dated May 14, 1375, with appendices attached thereto, 
requesting gextain decuments and other information from the 
FBI and to FBI memorandum to the SSC dated June 20, 1975, 
captioned as above. 

Etem number 17 in Appendix D of referenced SSC 
Letter requested all memoranda and other materials reflecting 
written or oral authorization and re-authorization by the 
Attorney General and/or the Director of the FBI for clactronic 
surveillanee of Joseph Kraft. 

Referenced fune 20, 1975, FRI memorandum responded 
to the above request as it pertained to the unsealed portions 
ox the Joseph Kraft file. Yhe sealed portion of the file was 
not reviewed for the requested information since material con- 
tained therein was subject to an arrangement botween Mr. Lioyd N. 
Cutler, as attorney for Joseph Kraft, and the Attorney Goneral. 
This agreement precludes examination of the sealed portion af 
ix, Kraft's file except upon personal approval of the Attorney 
General subsequent to his notification of Mr. Kraft or his 

he counsel, in writing, at least ten days prior thereto and pro- 
ven viding him or them with an opportunity to discuss the matter 

personally with the Attorney General before the grant is made, 
Assoc. Dir. 

Dep. AD Adm. — 

Dep. AD Inv. —TRR 2 Imh\w \ 

Asst. Dir.: 

ple (8) ORIGINAL AND ONE TO ATTORNEY GENERAL el DB 
Comp. Syst. —— 

ee SEE NOTE PAGE 2 
Gen, Inv. 

Ment. ———— NOTE THAT NOTE ON YELLOW, PP 2-3, IS SECRET Rn 
nspection 

wee 
* rs 
Ki met 
ate 

This document ts “bpepared in response to your request and is not for dissemi- 
Plan. & Eval. — nation outside yorr Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by Spec: Inve ss your Commitice aad the content may nut be disclosed to unauthorized verson- 

: nel without the express approval of the FS! . 

Intell. 

Laboratory 

Training 

Legal Coun. 

Telephone Rm. — | ; a. Soa 8 la a 6 

Director Sec'y_- MAIL ROOM[L__] TELETYPE UNIT LAE RRU lp 2 = Nf / (7 a YS carn GPO: 197s 0 - 569-920 
o - ‘ f } 
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SLUIALTE GELECT COMILTELER ON TNTELNICHNCR ACTIVITINS (SC) 

Nii REQUEST PLATATNING TO ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 

By Latter dated August 5, 1975, the Attorney Genoral 
' advised Mr. Cutler that pursuant to the above arrangonent the 
Attorney General was furnishing notification that no sooner than 
ten days fron such date an appropriate official of the FRI may 
renove from the sealed files momoranda requasted by the Senate 
Select Committea on Intoellidqence Orerations. 

A xeviow o£ the sealed portions of the dosook Kraft 
fila by a rapresentative of the PRE on August 25, 1975, Faiicd 
to reveal any written or oral authorization or re-authorization 
by the Attorney General and/or the Director of the FBI for 
eloctronic surveillance of Joseph Kraft as roquested in re- 
forenced SSC letter dated May 14, 1975, 

inelosed with this memorandum for vour information is 
a copy of the Attorney Concral*s Aucust 5, 1975, letter to fir. 
LLoyd it, Cuticr, referrad to above. 

EnelLosure 

1 ~ fhe Attorney General 

NOTE: SERRET 

The subject of above SSC inquiry, Joseph Kraft, 
is the well-known newspaper columnist. A review of the 
Kraft file reveals that the French security service, the 
DST, conducted a microphone surveillance on Kraft's hotel 
room for approximately one week during a 1969 visit by 
Kraft to Paris. Such coverage was effected through the 
urging of W. C. Sullivan former Assistant to the Director 
who travelled to France at such time apparently at the 
direction of deceased FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover. Details ~ 
of the above coverage have appeared in the media apparently 
as a result of leaks within the administration of former 
President Nixon. Kraft himself testified in detail 5/10/74, 
regarding this matter before the United State Senate Subcom- 
mittee on Administrative Practice and Procedure, the Subcom- 
mittee on Constitutional Rights of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and the Subcommittee on Surveillance of the Conmittee 
on Foreign Relations. Pursuant to an agreement between 
Kraft and the Attorney General certain documents, recordings 

sae NOTE CONTINUED PAGE 3 
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SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC} 

RE: REQUEST PERTAINING TO ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 

NOTE CONTINUED : SE i. 
and other records which describe the contents of the over- 
hears from the electronic surveillance were sealed. The 
above memorandum to the SSC reflects review of such sealed 
documents for requested information as per authorization 
from Attorney General contained in the enclosure to such 
memorandum. This note has been Classified "Secret" in 
order to protect the confidentiality of our relationship 
with the French security service the disclosure of which 
could reasonably be expected to result in serious damage 
to national security. Classified by 6283, XGDS 1, Indefinite. 

lose yee” 
ae he 



@ltire sf the Attorney General 
- Washingion, A.C. 20530 
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August 5, 1975 

% 

Mr. Lioyd N. Cutler, Esq. 

Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering 
1666 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Cutler: 7 — <3 e 

‘My office has received your letter, of July 23, 1975, 
. Goncerning the Church Committee access to FBI files which 

} maybe under seal pursuant to my agreement with Mr. Joseph 
: KYaft. In oxder to comply strictly. with that agreement, 

Iam writing to notify you that no sooner than ten days 
from today appropriate officials of the FBI may remove 
“feam the sealed Filas memnranda requesteA hy the Senate 

Select Committee on . tntelligence ee ear 

After these documents are esnoved ana prepared for 

submission to the Committee pursuant to the procedure you 
suggested, you will be furnished copies of those documents. 

é 
+ 

. Sincerely, 

Le exch le Tr - 
dward H. Levi 

Attorney General 
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Office of the Attorney General 
Washington, A.C. 20530 
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qj, a nD Otfire of the Atturnep General 
| Washington, A.C. ans30 

nnn] 
wey 

August 5, 1975 

Mr. Lloyd N. Cutler, Esq. 

Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering 

1666 K Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Cutler: 

-My office has received your letter, of July 23, 1975, 
Goncerning the Church Committee access to FBI files which 

moe maybe under seal pursuant to my agreement With Mr. Joseph 

Kraft. In order to comply strictly with that agreement, 
I am writing to notify you that no sooner than ten days 
from today appropriate officials of the FBI may remove 
‘from the sealed files memoranda requested by the Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence Operations. . 

After these documents are removed and prepared for 
submission to the Committee pursuant to the procedure you 
suggested, you will be furnished copies of those documents. 

Sincerely, 

Le ere hI ° 
dward H. Levi 

Attorney General 



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPAIR (41 CFR) 101=11.6 

f 

4 * “ UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT cn ea 

M d: Ll - Mr. Mintz Dep. oo 

Emoranaum 1 - Mr. Mooney rns ce 
fl L a Mr. Walsh Comp. Syst. 
/ 2.30 Ext. Affairs — 

TO : Mr. J : B. Adams t aa eeryEr Fils & Cons — 
: en. Inv. 

.1l- Mr. Cregar Ident. 
= Inspetetidn 

FROM : — Set : i a i hg (sept if 
Laboratory a 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 1 Seta 
Spec. Inv. 

Training 
SUBJECT? aaa es ae Te 10h las spel 

= Ste Director Sec’y __ 

On September 2,. 1975, Mark Gitensteéin of the Senate 
Select Committee requested the following current. employees of 
the Bureau be made available for Staff interview ‘by ‘the Senate 
Select Committee concerning their knowledge of the “official 
and confidential" files which were maintained in former Directo 
Hoover's Office. The current assignment of these personnel set — 
forth in this memorandum was furnished by Mr. Gitenstein. 

Telephone Rm. __ 

(L) Whomas. Barden Dudney-Chief Clerk, WFO; 
(2). Special Agent Joseph E. Dowling-WFO ; 
(3) Special Agent Joseph E. Battle-WFO; 
(4) Képneth Shaffer-Clerk, WFO; 

-—~-(5) Raymond Smith-Auto Mechanic, FBI Academy, Quantico; 
(6) Jesse Peterson. Jr. -Mechanical Section, 

Administrative Division,: FBIHQ; 
(7): ‘Thomas F.- Peyton-Exhibits Section, Administrative — 

Division, FBIHQ; 
—(8) Inspector John P. Dunphy-Administrative Division, 

FBIHQ; and 
9) Mrs. Erma D. Metcalf-Director's. Office, FBIHQ. | ee 

All o£ the aforementioned employees were interviewed 
during the inspection inquiry into the "official and confidential" 
files matter which was. conducted at the request of the Department. 
The Committee has already been delivered a summary of the results 
of that inspection inquiry and has reviewed FD-302's reporting the 
interview of employees. concerning this matter. 

L 

L 

L 

2 
1 

<i 
ak 
L 

1 

- Personnel File - Thomas. Barden Dudney 
~ Personnel File - Joseph E. Dowling 

- Personnel File - Joesph E. — 4 | 
- Personnel File - Kenneth Shaffe — 

- Personnel File - Raymond Smith Pe 7, i Bk oo" 
‘Personnel File - Jesse Peterson, Jtwnu.. rcs A 
-Personnel File - Thomas F.: PeYton \\ \ 
- Personnel. File - John P. Dunphy 7 
- Personnel File - Erma D. Metcadf 9 

st 100 REC-16 “RECOMMENDATIONS - OVER 

vy Y 

SEP 1:2 1975 

1 a® eh: 

dU1IG=105 



Bcc Fe cap gp mc a Ac api iar cca cpp cco palc a icapeie casa aE 
+ oe 

Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
RE: SENSTUDY 75 

’ RECOMMENDATIONS : 

(1) That the aforementioned employees. be released 
from existing employment agreements for purposes of interview 
by the Senate Select ‘Committee. 

Senate Select Committee when appropriate clearance has been 
(2). That the Legal Counsel Division will advise the 

‘received for the aforementioned employees and make the necessary 
arrangements. & pe? FAR 

ae” 

ye 
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Le . 1-Mr. J. B. Adams 
2~ Mr, J, A. Mintz 

the Attgrney General August 26, 1975 4) 

ere geregpeg eit S 

L~ Mire W. 0, Cregar Wy ie 

CS L we Mr, ds Pe Thomas ae = 

. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE a 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) oS | 

x \ 

SS 
i re 

FBI memorandum August 18, 1975, in response to an | 
S&C reguest for FBY nateriais, contained information that Sy 
materiais rosponsive to Part 2, of that request relating to .,.-. | 
"yonen's Liberation” would be available for review by S&C * 
Stafi Members, Those materials were reviewed by S&C Stati . a 
Menbers Michacl Epstein on August 20, 1075, and Hartha Talley \\\ 
on August 21, 1975. Wy 

On August 25, 1975, lr. Epstein requested delivery “S _ 
of the aforementioned material, § a 

ee 
FP Enclosed is a memorandum for your approval for Ss ae 

—si Yorvwarding to the Committee in response to Mr. Upstein's P . ~ 
Q = request, \ oe 
oe is CS- ee 

gn) Also enclosed for your records is 4 copy of the or 
eae nonorandum prepared for the Committee, ~~ 

ome Ne 1 - 

a : 
34 Nnclosures (2} | ‘so | 

. eee 62216395 oe 100 REC-16 bz cdg fe E40 _ s : 
- Be rs eet ae = ae 

; 2 oS iL ~ The Deputy Attorney General : as 
2 id Attention: Michael E, Shaheen, Jr, (1975 Pe 
ae Special Counsel for sm SEP 16 19% 
oe tt A 9 oifaket tieenge Coordination — 

LEROY ON op OO 
ees ne IPT sjvi tf ; ate ADE Aes ee a nen ee 
— . (14) he core Sa ey Se aE 

Dep. AD Inv. -— - seen ec 
Asst. rans WOTE : | ‘. ; Z 

or ee Materials being furnished are serials 67, 83, 87, 90X 
Ext. Affairs (Philadelphia airtel to Bureau 10/27/70) and enclosed LAN, 126, 
Piles: &, Condesa 137 and 165 of Bureau file 100-453233, Regarding serials 67 
Pen and 126, New York reports dated 8/14/70 and 3/12/71, no pages 
ingpeetion after the table of contents were reviewed by the SSC nor are 
ies they being furniShed herewith, in as much as the SSC did ae vm 
aboratory * a vy fe 

Pen & Evel — ‘request he Spts*** of the reports, \3 Ae ei 

nie iia APR PER wat} 2 f° Lf —— 2 OF SCGRET MATERIAL ATTACHED = Q~*Bm f% “ff 
Telephone Rm. —_. 

Director Sec to 

5160 Do 

Y 
i 5 : Baie 
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. L- ir. de B. Adams 

" " 2 = Mr. de Ae Mintz 

{1 - Mr. J, B. Hotis) 
emi pegeenag SOE 

Z an Mrs We Re Wannali 

lL = Mr, W, 0, Cregar 
62~116395 L= Mresdouks SBOP 75 

U. S&S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
STUDY GOVERNHENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 

RESPEC? TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (55¢} : 

Neferente is made to the orali request of SSc Starz 
Member Michael Epstein on August 25, 1975, for delivery of 
¥BI materinis relating to “Women's Libera tion,” which 
materials were previously reviewed by SSC Staff Nemheors, 
pursuant te the request made by the SS€ on August 5, 1975, 
Past. I, 

The Special Counsel for Intelligence Coordination, 
United States Department of Justice, has approved compliance 
with the aforenentioned oral request of Hr. Epstein, It is 
noted that normally such requests are submitted in writing 
and future requests for delivery of materiais shonid be 
Submitted in writing to the Special Counsel, 

The requested material has been processed and 
WiLL be defiyered to the BSC with this memorandun, 

1t - The Attorney General 

SPT: jvi . | : 

\/ CF ; : ee ORIGINAL AND. ONE COPY TO AG 

n¥ os 

A 
UJ 
eh 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

| 
| 

: HEREIN! a weve: 
Assoc. Dir, DATE . 

Dep. AD Adm, — 

Dep. AD inv. 

Asst. Dir.: 

| Admin. ——.-_—_ 

Comp. Syst. —— 

Ext. Affairs —— 

Files & Com. — 

Gen. Inv. ————- 

Ident. ——-—_——- Cu 
nspection —_ 

z 1} C= ’ 

a //l A C - i } i 
Laboratory _——- ee ce; e aaa c 

Plan. & Evol. — : : 7 

——. ZF “econet WATEDIAL ATTACH 4f 
Legal Coun. 

Teleph Rm. — 

es ~~ MAIL ROOM(L_] ‘TELETYPE UNIT [_] 
GPO ; 1975 O - 569-920 
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_ 5-140 (Rev, 1-21-74) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 

Addressee: __ SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
CILTR C8) LHM [7}Memo [_) Report dated _ 8/26/75 

U,. S. Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 
Caption of Document: Activities. (Oral request of SSC 
8/25/75 re "Women's Liberation.") q 

3 Originating Office: Edd Dt HG 
| 

a CO wo ~~ 

! Delivered by: SA (ih. A Ss fi i/sfas 

| Received by: -Drorthe Ta hig. 

| Pesan niadecs Title: 

\ Return this receipt to the Intelligence Division, FB! 
ere 

: AINED | ALL INFORMATION CONT. 
i HERBINISU 7 ie 

DATE _LO BY 

(4 Ml 374,-[48 
TW 55160 Docld:32989641 Page 87 



SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE 
BEFORE COMPLETING. CLASSIFY AS APPROPRIATE 

TO: Intelligence Communsty Staff 
ATIN: Central Index 

1. HOW PROVIDED (check appropriate term. If a document was made available 

for review but not transmitted, so note.) 
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The demonstration on 7/15/70, was observed by SAS 4 

ALBERT E. FALLER and J. ROBERT NEWTON. 
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With regard to future planned activity by Women's 
Liberation Movement (WLM), included in this report, a separate 
case file has been opened for this activity captioned "AUGUST 26 
WOMEN'S STRIKE FOR EQUALITY" (NY 100-170260). The August 26 strike 
Will be worked under the new case and reported accordingly. 

i 

= a9 ey, 

; Characterizations of individuals and organizations 
mentioned in this report have been set forth where they are 
available. 

This report is being classified "Confidential" because 
the disclosure of information from informants of continuing value 
(NY T-1 through NY T-22) could reveal the identity thereof and 
could be injurious to the national security of the US. 

_- «~Because of the extensive information furnished by 
| IWFeRMAVT § regarding WLM organization and activities, two T 
‘symbols (NY T-1 and NY T-3) are being used to further conceal 
the identity of this informant. 
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€@re iO eieeLeu LLLI1Cers OL tne WLM, no active investigation of 
| those persons listed on the bank account declaration is being 
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Copies of this report are being furnished for 
information to local intelligence agencies. 

| Copies of this report are also being designated to 
| offices which information listed in this report indicates WLM 

organizations an. those field offices. 

All .offices receiving copies of this report with 
the exception of Philadelphia and Charlotte have received 
previous copies of WLM reports. 

2 a 2 wat ie a « pak ee o ; i “3 Sobaat ous wham’, Slleuddecatie Gey LEADS | me 

: CHARLOTTE 5 

| AT CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA. Will conduct appropriate Zz 
! investigation as set forth in Section 87E of the Manual of ; 

Instructions to determine organization activities of captioned = 
. organization in their respective division: and submit results A 

of investigation in report form. = 
| ; = 
| PHILADELPHIA : 

AT PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA. Will conduct appropriate F 
| investigation as set forth in Section 87E of the Manual of 
| Instructions to determine organiation activities of captioned 
| organization in their respective division. and submit results é 

of investigation in report form. 2 

NEW YORK 3 

AT NEW YORK, NEW YORK. Will follow activities of 2 
subject organization. 
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Synopsis: Women's Liberation Movement (WIM), NYC, maintains 
. an office (Women's Liberation Center) (WLC) at 36 

West eend Street, NYC. Although officers are listed, for bank 
account purposes, there are no officers of WLM in the usual 
sense of the term. Financial data set forth. Listings of 
naticn-wide and New York area WLM groups set forth. WLM is 
not ¢ membership organization, however, WLC, NYC. maintains 

‘@ mailing list of 3,200 names. Meetings and activities of 
New York area WLM groups set forth. Affiliation and/or 

 sympethy with other organizations set forth. 
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\ M, d: i = Mr. Mintz. Dep. ab Inv. 
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(Attn: David Rarity, Jr.) conga 
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On 8/22/75, Supervisor David Rarity, Jr., advised 
SA Paul V. Daly of this Division that it was his understanding Mi . 
that the Senate Select Committée was going to interview Dr. 
Sidney Gottlieb of the CIA in the near future. Rarity Stated S 
fhat the Bureau had a pending investigation captioned "Dr. 
Sidney Gottlieb-Destruction of Government Property" involving 
Gottlieb relating to. his. destruction of certain records at the 
Central Intelligence Agency and requested that a determination 
be made as to whether such an interview was. being contemplated 
by the Committee. “T | 

John ELLif£, Task Force Director of the Domesti 
Task Force for the Senate Select Committee, was telephonically 
advised of our investigative interest in Mr. Gottlieb and of 
our desire that the Committee be aware of this investigative 
interest so that their activities would not adversely impact - 
on the Bureau's investigation. E1liff was appreciative of 
being advised and indicated that he was also aware of the 
Senate Select Committee's interest in Dr. Gottlieb and would 
insure that the Committee Staff Member was apprised of the - 
Bureau's investigative oe He ee 7 would he. 
care to makezsure that their inquiry would no = the 
Bureau's investigation in this mag 6 byoer- 2) 
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This is to identify nine serials, copies of which were 
furnished to Arthur Jefferson, staff member of the Senate Select 
Committee (8SC}, on 8/15/75 for retention in SSC offices, 

. The nine serials, eight of which relate to Black Extremist 
~> matters and one to New Left, coxprise a total of 34 pages, 

fe x Jeiferson originally requested the serials for delivery 
H—_cs ons /12/75, Subsequent to the request for delivery, the serials were 
Ba 
a 

by mi ° 
excised to insure information which would tend to identify sensitive 
sources was deleted, Excisions in each serial, prior ta being made 
available for delivery, were approved by appropriate Section Chief, 
defferson accepted delivery from SA Pettus and signed attached list 
indicating receint, wee Cc MOLASSES 

14 
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Darpara Bano, SSC staff member, previously requested 
that a number of serjais relating to White Hate matters be excised so 

i ne AL bo 
- 

=x that they could be delivered to SSC offices. The attached list contains 
212 copies relating ta White Hate which have been excised and reviewed 
by the appropriate Section Chief for delivery to SEC offices, One set 
of the 212 serials is being permanently maintained in room 4426, JOU. 
An exact duplicate set, which is available for delivery to SSC offices, 
is also being :naintained in 4426 until a specific request is made by an 
appropriate SSC staff member for delivery. 

Bnclosures 
62~116009 CONTINUED - OVER 

1 - §62=116395 — / a ae 
1 ~ 100-449698 ae Le _ ee ee 
1 ~ 100-448006 (Black Extremist) | GerscoKe 9 
1 - 157-9 (White Hate) a 
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Attached are nine copies of serials which were delivered 
to Jefferson on 8/15/75 as well as the list indicating receipt which was 
also signed by Jefferson, 

ACTION; 

None, For information. 
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1 = MY. D. K Pettus 

This is to identify additional copies of excised serials 
which are being inade available in room 4171, JEH building, for 
review by stait yaembpers of the Senate Select Committee (ESC). The 

copies have been excised to protect sensitive sources and delete infor- 
mation from other agencies where there were sensitivities, 

Prior to being made available for review to members 
of the SEC staff, each serial is approved by the Section Chief. 

A total of 188 copies of excised serials regarding CPUSA 
was made available to SSC on 6/19/75. 278 copies of CPUSA were 
aiso made available on 8/22/75, The initial 188, which consists of 
two voluraes, and the latter 278 which consists of four volumes, are 
being maintained in room 4426, JEH. 

ACTION: 

None. 
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GBA GEN. REG. NO. 27 m | 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT | ; 
M L a Mr. N. P, 

T 1 = Mr. J. B 

eMmoran m sbfaet L- Mr. J. A. Mintz 

TO : Mr. W/'R. Wannalil §* . DATE: 8/22/75 

é bs AN Fy TIAL Mr. . R. Wannall 
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‘instances, had to subjugate ougetves to the SSC. 

Enclosures -~ 2 
62-116395 
1 - 67- a sang f Seymor Fred Phillips) 
1 Re 106670 chy ther King, Jz.) - 

gE PFPA 

Callahan 
. Adams 

eee | Classified by SST AES RE! ABs 14] 

< This memorandum addresses itself to the attached 
letter, 8/14/75, from Chairman Frank Church of the Senate 
Select Committee (SSC) to the Attorney General and the lett 
8/20/75, from Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., of the Department to 
r. Mintz, also attached herewith. These two communication 

: involve the suggestion of removal of myself from a certain 
( : important phase of the SENSTUDY-75 project which concerns the 

iM rtin Luther King, Jr., case. I intend to set forth in this 
“memorandum arguments and other observations which I believe 

s~will best serve the Bureau's (and, thusly, also the Department 's) * 
~~ interests in considering the suggestions of Senator Church and 

My Motivation in Resisting the Suggestions for Removal 

It would be easy indeed for me to sit back and accept 
a removal from the King case aspects of SENSTUDY-75. 
not found my efforts in this matter to be necessarily a picnic 
or Sunday fun-outing. Rather, I have experienced mental strain 
and fatigue from this work but, nonetheless, have always tried, 
to the best of my ability, to do what I have felt is in the 

4, Bureau's best interests. I do not think my removal is in the) 
Bureau's best interests and being the most knowledgeable pers 

if in the Bureau on this matter I feel compelled to present my. 

I have 
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ivand other Bureau officials in their consideration of this matter. 

Though it is unfortunate, ina way, that the issue 
involves me personally, I believe that the issue should be viewed 
in a much larger sense because it may involve a confrontation 
between the Bureau and the SSC. The entire investigation by the 
SSC of the FBI has developed into an adversary proceeding which 
it was undoubtedly destined to be. The SSC has continuously 

\ dictated its demands, its procedures, etc., to us. 
\only minimal support from the Department and have, re most 

to now 431 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall Ui Aw “NAL 

RE: SENSTUDY-75 gAHRET 
62-116395 . 

about the only real issue on which we have shown unbending 
resistance has been that concerning the revelation of the 
identities of our confidential informants-~--and that issue 
is still in dispute. 

Now comes another issue which on its surface may 
appear small but which I consider a major one. And this issue 
concerns me personally and is difficult for me to be 100 per 
cent objective about, try as I might. On every review of this 
matter I still come up with the same conclusion. We must not 
let ourselves be dictated to in how and with what personnel we 
intend to defend ourselves. (And let us not kid ourselves. 
When I say "defend," I mean that we are playing this "game" 
with our defensive unit). To sum it up, it is as though the 
opposition not only wants to make the rules of the game, but 
also insists on dictating who and who not we can use in the 
game. It is that simple. 

What Is the SSC's Motivation Which Has Created This Issue? 

Obviously, I cannot answer this question with any 
degree of certainty. But I can make a studied guess. I have 
been the Bureau's consultant on ene DCE ev Lewes by the SSC, most 
of them by SSC Staff Member Michaelhenstein, in the King oases 
There have Yew consulting with me, an 
Agent or former Agent would be counseled by me to not answer a 
particular question. I have done this generally for two main 
reasons. First and foremost, it_has been vitally necessary for 
me to protect the identities of (most tionend and valued 

O n informants relating to the SOLO oe d more will dd 
said about this later in this memorandum. Secondly, there h 
been many instances where the interview has gone well outside 
agreed upon parameters necessitating my advice in some 
instances for personnel to not answer certain questions. This 
was the correct and only course of action I could take. It 
has obviously rankled the SSC (actually, probably just Epstein). 
I believe that this is evident from the 34-page LHM which I 
recently prepared on Epstein interview of me and which I have been 
told the consensus is that it clearly indicated my considerable 
cooperation with the SSC but that at the same time I was not 
permitting myself to be dominated. If Epstein believes me-a 
hindrance to his work, it is logical to believe he would desire 
my removal. I might add at this point that there have been a 
number of instances where the consultation with me by personnel 

NAL SESREL 
-2- CONT INUED-OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall eee 

RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62~-116395 N 

has resulted in my directing that answers be given. Asa 

matter of fact, I am sure that I Pio directed answers 
to be given tha¥ to not be given. (Y, 7 

When the issue (involving my removal) first arose 
about two weeks ago, I was given to understand that Epstein, 
as a result of interviewing me, might believe that I had a 
direct involvement in the King compoSite tape which was 
prepared in the Laboratory and mailed to the King family and 
that there, therefore, appeared to be a "conflict in interest" 
on my part if I continued to handle the King case aspects for 
SENSTUDY-75. As I full well know, and as I believe my 
superiors are also convinced, I have been honest and forthright 
on this issue. I was not directly involved in the composite 
tape preparation or mailing and thus there is no "conflict of 
interest." 

The Shaheen Letter of 8/20/75 

_ I do not believe that Shaheen's letter and its relay 
of the Deputy Attorney General's (DAG) suggestion as to my 
removal is altogether timely under the circumstances. First, 
Shaheen is aware that [I was interviewed on the King case and 
that he would receive the results thereof, as he has of all King 
interviews we know details about. Shouldn't Shaheen and indeed 
the DAG have first had the benefit of the results of the interview 
of me? (Shaheen now has it as my 34-page LHM was delivered to 
him 8/20/75). Secondly, wouldn't it have been far more 
appropriate for the Department to have at least first asked for 
our views before making the suggestion as to my removal? 

The .DAG refers to Church's letter as having "some 
merit." I find “some merit" unconvincing. It seems to me that 
for the action being asked for by the DAG's suggestion there 
should be a showing by Church of considerable or substantial 
merit, not just "some." To me, “some" could apply to merit which 
is minuscle in proportion. : 

Arguments Persuasive of My Not Being Removed 

I am concerned of the precedent that might be set by my 
removal. Just as I have by chance become the Bureau's "expert" 
on the King case and also had supervised that case, we have two 
other similar situations in the hopper at the moment. Supervisor 

CN, 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall CAN 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62-116395 

James Lee has been considerably involved in handling our responses 
to the SSC concerning mail opening operations and he personally 
Supervised matters relating to this down through the years. 
Supervisor David Ryan has been immersed in preparing material and 
coordinating the preparation of material relating to COINTELPRO. 
He likewise was the principal overall Bureau supervisor relating 
to COINTELPRO down through the years. Significantly, both of 
these areas, like the King case, have been designated as abuse 
areas by the SSC. Remove Phillips today from the King case and 
we might be asked to remove Lee and Ryan tomorrow from their 
participating in the SENSTUDY-75 project. Surely we cannot 
permit the loss of these men in these important areas. 

In his letter, Church refers to my "personal interest." 
I have no personal interest as I am not guilty of any illegality, 
impropriety, abuse or whatever. My only interest in the King 
case has and remains an official one and I am prepared to defend 
anything and everything [I did officially in that case. 

There is no showing in either of the communications 
attached that the FBI's (and, thusly, also the Department 's) 
interests will be adversely affected by my continued assignment 
in this matter. Conversely, there are strong arguments available 
to show that my being removed could well work to the detriment of 
the FBI/Department. I refer now tojour SOLO operation and the 
overriding necessity for protecting the informants engaged therei 
There has already been one clear cut important example where I 
believe it is likely that I prevented information from being 
acquired by the SSC which could well have been damaging to us 
and the informants. This concerned the testimony in an Executive 
Session of former SA Robert Nichols. I accompanied him to that 
Session although not present. My questioning of him in advance 
of his testimony revealed that he had, or at least believed he had, 
certain information which, if given to the SSC, about one Stanley 
Levison, could well have been most damaging to us. (Levison was 
the secret Communist Party member who was King's principal 
advisor). When questioning of Nichols turned to Levison's back- 
eround, Nichols resisted questioning and eventually told Epstein 
that he was proceeding on advice of me. I felt that it was 
imperative to have given him that advice and the record of the 
Nichols testimony and factors relating thereto are clear on this. 

& oii 
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SAGRED 
Memorandum to Mr. W. R. rama : 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62-—-116395 

Immodestly I must be candid to let you know that there 
is not likely another individual presently on the rolls of the 
Bureau who would have the background and knowledge of all aspects 
of the King and related matters to be able to handle the important 
consultation phase of the SENSTUDY-75 project relating to the 
King matter. 

Additional Observations Which Should Be Considered in Any Overall 
Judgment On This Matter 

In his letter, Shaheen refers to "for the sake of 
appearances." To me this is far too general and imprecise to 
be used aS an argument of merit. Just exactly who does he 
have in mind in respect to "appearances?" Appearances to wha? 

senator Church is equally imprecise in his reference to 
"Standpoint of appearances." Appearances to whom? He refers to 
"some may conclude" that there is a conflict between my personal 
interest and the interests of the FBI and the Department of 
Justice. Exactly who are the "some" he refers to? 

It appears to be an irony indeed that Church can very 
indirectly and obliquely suggest possible improprieties on my 
part, improprieties in the eyes of unspecified persons, without 
the Senator citing even a single specific example or incident 
and his obvious lack of ability to do so after the exposure by 
the SSC to considerable involvement on my part. I say it is 
ironical because at the same time that there is an ob]}ique 
suggestion as to an impropriety on my part, the SSC staff, which 
is looking into abuses, has been guilty. There are a number of 
improprieties which I am prepared to document. Some examples are 
illustrated. 

After my first consultation experience which occurred 
in Atlanta, Georgia, when SSC Staff Member Lester Seidel 
interviewed retired SA Alan G. Sentinella, I wrote a memorandum 
from W. O. Cregar to you (Mr. Wannall) dated 5/13/75. I pointed 
out two instances related to this interview which were very 
Suggestive of a lack of objectivity on the part of Seidel. One 
concerned Seidel'’s comment that the FBI was not letting Sentinella 
give him "good information." I pointed out that to begin with 
this was an unjustified allegation and Seidel was set straight 
immediately after his remark. Actually, the mere fact that Seidel 
was referring to "good" information suggested that certain 
information fits SSC's desires and others does not. There appeared 
to be a lack of regard for merely Securing the facts regardless of 

Another indicator of lack of 
srs; imatigy about "illegal use of taps." 
wore ti , 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62-116395 

Our files are replete with instances where Epstein, in 
questioning present and former SAs, has gone outside the parameters 
agreed upon for interviews. 

There have been instances where interviews were 
conducted with former SAs without giving us agreed advance 
notice. Noteworthy, recently one pertained to former 
Laboratory Section Chief Richard Millen and John ELLiff of 
the SSC, when it was brought to his attention, agreed that 
we should have had advance notice and apologized. Another 
concerned an interview @former Assistant Director Charles Brennan. 

I find the bulk of Church's letter is comprised of 
weasel-worded innuendos. He uses such terms as "may be 
a cause of concern"; "possible problem"; “presumably, compiling 
materials." The latter reference is to a presumption that I am 
compiling materials for the SSC on the King case. It seems to 
me that the Senator should either know or not know the fact, and 
if he does not know, he should not presume anything. To set the 
record straight, I have not been compiling materials. The 
assignments have been made to other personnel. I have, however, 
assisted the other personnel in locating materials and in 
coordinating replies. And, of course, I do review the replies 
prior to their transmittal. As a matter of fact, if the SSC's 
insistence that I be removed were to come to pass, I believe 
that it would end up having actually suffered to a degree in 
securing information from us. Our retrieval system is not the 
best for the purposes we have encountered and my participation 
in the retrieval of much of the material involved has placed me 
in a position to locate or assist in locating material which 
might well otherwise never be located for the SSC. 

It seems strange indeéd that in these days of such 
concern by Congress for the rights and privacy of individuals, 
there seems to be no addressing my privacy or rights in this matter. 

I find it also strange that the Senator never once 
mentioned my name in his letter. He, or whoever prepared the 
letter, certainly knew my name. I would like to know why the 
Senator chose not to mention my name. 

a6 ARE CONT INUED-OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62~-116395 

Again referring to when this matter first surfaced 
about two weeks ago, the initial advice to me of it was by you, 
Mr. Wannall, who had obtained your information orally from 
Messrs. Shaheen and Blackhurst of the Department, who had 
apparently received their information orally from the SSC. I 
explained my position and I received from you your confidence 
in me. One aspect related to the fact that the SSC "comphadint" 
was far too general and that if the SSC had something to say it 
ought to be in writing and specific. I appreciated and so stated 
to you this confidence in my integrity in this entire matter. 
You next told me that you had discussed this matter with 
Associate Director Callahan who shared your views both as to my 
integrity and as to the issue relating to obtaining specifics, 
not generalities, and in writing. It heartened me. Finally, 
you passed to me the fact that Mr. Callahan had discussed the 
matter with the Director and the general reaction was that the 
SS€ would first have to "put up or shut up" before any action 
would be taken as to my removal. This was likewise most 
heartening to me... 

I see nothing in either the Church or Shaheen letters 
that indicates the SSC has "put up." As far as I am concerned 

! the SSC has dealt with generalities and has produced nothing 
| of substance. [I trust that our position today would be. the same 

as it was initially, "put up or shut up." - 

Not surprising is Church's verbiage, such as serving 
"the interests of the country" and "assure the American people." 
To me, this may sound alright as a speech on the floor of the 
Senate or a political speech. It iS very unconvincing to me in 
the context of the issue involved. 

Summarizing and concluding as to the Church letter, I 
am reminded of the often told story about the Texan, a man of 
considerable proportion, some 6'6'' in height and weighing about 
250 pounds. As the story goes, when all the BS is squeezed out 
of him there remains a mere midget. That's how I feel about the 
Church letter. (I would not mention this closing item were . 
Jim Adams in town and this memorandum would have to pass through 
him. Sorry Jim!). 

-~ T- CONTI NUED-OVER 

WwW 35160 Docld: 32989641 Page iil 



Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY-75 
62~-116395 

RECOMMENDATION: 

I believe it is obvious as to how I feel about acceding 
to the suggestion of the SSC and the Department. I hope I have 
been helpful in preparing this memorandum. I would be happy to 
discuss it with the Director. The final decision is, of course, 
his and I will, as I have done for almost 35 years, be guided 
by that decision. 

Sy: a 
Ae 
—— 
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SEGK 7 AUG 20 1975 

Jonn A. Mintz, Assistant Director 
Legal Counsel Division 
‘Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Hichael E. Shaheen, Jr. 
Special Counsel for Intellisence 

Coordination 

SUBJECT: Seymor Phillips 

The « attached letter is self-explanatory _ oe mentioning 
no name, concerns Seymor Phillips. | 

| On Friday, August 15, 1975, I orally advised Messrs. Callahan 
| and Wannall that the Depirty Attorney General thought that Senator 

Church's letter had some merit and that for the sake of appearances 
| it was the Deputy's suggestion that Me. Phillips be removed fron 
t such conspicuous and open involvement with the SSC's requests and 
| agent interviews ag they may relate to Martin Luther King matters. 

"ALL FRU MYTORBSATION corTnani 

ee: Mr. Callahan 
pr. Wannall 
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FRANK CHUACH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN ‘ 

JOHN G. TOWER, TEXAS, VICE C'tAIRMAN . ! 
k 

PHILIP A. HART, MICH, HOWARD hh, BAKER, JR., TENN. 
WALTER F. MONDALFE, MINA. BARRY GOLOWATER, ARIZ. 
WALTER DO. HUDDLESTON, KY. CHARLE MCC. MATHIAS, JR., MD. 

ROBERT MORGAN, N.C, RICHAK S. SCHWEIKER, PA. 
. GARY HART, COLO. . “ i ee Mnifed States Berrate 

PM QURTIS R. EMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL. an SELECT COMMITTEE To 
3a, . STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 

om os RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 
= (PURSUANT TO 5S. RES, 21, 94TH CONGRESS) “| 

_ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

! August 14, 1975 
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Honorable Edward H. Levi er ie 
he Attorney General ALL INFORMATION cosmanen 

U. S. Department of Justice ene U aay 
Washington, D. C. 20530 DATE aaa 

7 Dear Mr. Attorney General: 

I am writing to call your attention to a mat- 
ter which may be a cause of concern to you and to the 
Select Committee at some time in the future. 

As you may know. a special unit has been estab- 
ange Bot = 4 Ti "eR 2 ” Cc o 
af ee ~“Lished ee et din ote et whe ate celle so: oer we Div ea rill pg! ee ad ete ae tert che erence “eee ee oe oe 

Committee's pequeste for materials and to handle per esan 
arrangements for the Committee staff's interviews. The 
Special Agents assigned to this unit accompany Bureau 
witnesses to the Committee offices, travel to out-of-town 

* Jocations where Committee staff interviews are conducted, 
and apparently "de-brief" interview subjects after the 
interviews. 

One possible problem has arisen with this arrange- 
ment. As you are aware, one of the alleged abuses which 
the Committee iS examining pursuant to S.° Res. 21 involves 
the FBI's activities with respect to the late Dr. Martin. 
Luther King, Jr. As the inquiry has proceeded, informa- 
tion has been developed to indicate that one of the 

“Special Agents who has been handling Committee staff inter- 
views, "de-briefing" witnesses, and, presumably, compiling 
materials with respect to the King matter was also. the 
supervisory case agent during the time that some of the 
alleged FBI improprieties regarding Dr. King took place. 
Moreover, as a logical step in our investigation, it was 
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the interests of the country. 

9 
Honorable Edward H. Levi o | 
Page Two a August: 14, 1975 

recently necessary to interview this Special Agent to 
determine the nature and extent of his involvement in and 
knowledge of the alleged abuses at the time when he served 
as supervisory case agent with respect to the King case. 
During the interview he did provide detailed information 
concerning his substantial participation in this matter. 

The Committee in no way intends at this juncture 
to pre-judge the propriety of the FBI's activities with 
respect to Dr. King, and it would be inappropriate to 
characterize the conduct of any of the Bureau's personnel 
regarding this case until all-the facts are in. Neverthe- 
less, I am concerned that in this kind of situation, the 
interests of the FEI and the Department of Justice might 
best be served, from the standpoint of appearances, by re- 
Gunsidering Lise assignment Si this Jpec.a. Bocuse cere 

King matters. It is possible that. some may conclude that . 
there is a conflict between the Special Agent's personal 
interest, and the interests of the FBI and the Justice 
DNerartment in ensuring thet full. disclosure to the ‘Commit- oe bo ren hage 

tee is made with respect to this case. 

Finally, let me assure you that the Committee 
has no evidence that the present arrangement has prevented 
the Committee from obtaining the full disclosures sought; 
but it seems to me that it would be mutually beneficial 
for appropriate steps to be taken so that we will both be 
able to assure the American people and the Congress that 
our oversight responsibilities were fulfilled in an objec- 
tive and Spe eset way. 

I Hope you will share my view that this course 
will best serve our respective interests and, of course, 

Sincerely, 

Frank Church 
Chairman 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 
In Reply, Please Refer to 

File No. August 15, 1975 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

NTAINED. 
ALL INFORMATIO ee a ERVIEW OF GAC CHARLES W. BATES 

HEREIN 1S To OEA (HE BY’ SSC _STAFF MEMBERS 
pateZ/ 
Wh] 5020> | | 

C On, the evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel 
and Mr. Logk Johnson, Staff Members of the Senate Select 
Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
of the San Francisco Office. This meeting occurred over dinner. 
No statements were made by either of these individuals as to 
any rights that SAC Bates might have in connection with the 
interview. 

During the dinner, Mr. Seidel referred to COINTELPRO 
involving the FBI's investigation of the Black Panther Party 
in San Francisco. Bates advised him that he was in charge of 
the San Francisco Office from July, 1967 until the end of 
April, 1970, when he was transferred to Chicago. Bates stated 
that he was aware of the investigation being conducted on the 
Black Panther Party but was not personally conversant with 
all the details of this investigation as such details were 
all contained in the FBI's file. On at least two occasions 
Mr. Seidel referred to specific facts occurring in other parts 
of the country involving anonymous letters sent to individuals 
under COINTELPRO. He asked if Bates agreed that these actions 
were proper. Mr. Seidel was told that Bates had no way of 

_ knowing the facts as he related were true or any other of 
the circumstances involved and that, therefore, he was unable 
to comment at all. 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates had any recommendations 
for legislati6én which the Committee could propose that would 
assist the FBI in the domestic counterintelligence field. 
Bates informed him that he was not fully conversant with this 
entire field and that it was thefferogative of FBI officials 
-at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend 
such legislation. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be Fae outside 
your agency. g2 Ab SR) = he 

. fare 2 
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SSC; 
INTERVIEW OF SAC 

CHARLES W. BATES 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Seidel also inquired as to whether Bates felt 
that an extension of electronic surveillances into the domestic 
intelligence field would be of assistance. Bates informed 
him that the FBI was operating according to current court 
decisions as involve electronic surveillances and that the 
courts had recently precluded this action in strictly domestic 
intelligence matters. Mr. Seidel was informed that this was 
a decision for FBI officials in Washington. 

On several occasions during the evening, Mr. Johnson 
asked Bates if he was aware of the “Houston Plan." On each 
occasion Bates informed him that he was not aware of the 
“Houston Plan" and his only knowledge of it is what he has 
seen in the public press. At one time Mr. Johnson asked if 
Bates thought that Mr. Hoover had turned down the "Houston 
Plan" because he was afraid for his job. Bates again replied 
that he had no firsthand knowledge having anything to do with 
the "Houston Plan" but he was certainly aware that Mr. Hoover 
was not afraid of anything or anyone. 

Both Mr. Johnson and Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt 
that the use of “black bag jobs" would be of advantage in 
conducting domestic counterintelligence operations. Bates 
replied that he had no personal direct knowledge of such matters 
and had never been involved in such matters. 

OVERSIGHT 
During the evening /Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt 

that a congressional committee of the FBI was soundt° 
and proper. Bates a certainly agreed with the 
concept of congressional -overgi€s as long as it was constructive , 
and not destructive. Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt that the 
FBI's security operation should be completely divorced from 
its criminal responsibilities and handled as a separate agency 
Or a separate part of the FBI. Bates informed him that it 
appeared that the FBI's efforts in both the criminal and the 
security field had been effective and appeared to be proper 
in its present context. Mr. Seidel inquired if Bates was 
personally acquainted with Mr. William C. Sullivan, former 
FBI official. Mr. Seidel was informed that Bates worked in 
the same division with Mr. Sullivan in the 1950's and knew 
him as another supervisor at FBI Headquarters. < 

Seidel then asked if Bates was aware of the dis- 
agreements that Mr. Sullivan had had with Mr. Hoover and he 
was informed that he had no details concerning this matter. 

~ 2 - 
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SSC; 

INTERVIEW OF SAC 
CHARLES W. BATES 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates knew former SAC Harry 
Morgan. Bates told him that he knew him as he had replaced 
him as SAC in San Francisco at the end of April, 1970. He 
pen asses if Bates was aware of why Mr. Morgan was transferred 
from Sai -Francrsco ates told him th ome problem had 
arisen in’ Gonnection with his running the San _Francisco0Office 

u hewasS not personally aware of the specific details. 
but that they wouldad"bé available at-Frpil—neadquarters.  Seéerdel 
Said the~oniy"reéason“he"was"asking was that he was thinking 
about interviewing Mr. Morgan but he did not want to embarrass 
him and then asked if Morgan's transfer from San Francisco 
had anything to do with a drinking problem. Bates said again 
that fhe was not aware of the specifics. 

Lo 
On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. Losk’ Johnson 

came into the San Francisco FBI Office saying he had just a 
few more questions he wanted to ask Bates. He then asked if 
the San Francisco Office was involved in foreigKk’counter- 
intelligence work, and he was informed that we were as were 
many other FBI offices. He then asked if we surveilled every- 
one who went into or came out of the Soviet Consulate in San 
Francisco. He was informed that Bates did not intend to dis- 
cuss with him any investigative techniques or anything having 
to do with pending investigations. Mr. Johnson said he was 
attempting to find some individual who was an expert in foreign 
counterintelligence, particularly the Soviet threat to the 
United States. Bates informed him that there were probably 
a number of people in the United States who would qualify in 
this category but Bates did not consider himself as an expert 
in this field. 

The above represents specific matters brought up 
during these discussions. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAYL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

In Reply, Please Refer to . San Francisco, California 

File No. August 13, 1975 

ALL INFORMATION 
CONTAINED, 

SIFIED 2 
HEREIN |S UNCLASSIFIED | 1) U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
ON /)/ 30/3 NILA INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF SA LEQO_S. BRENNEISEN) BY : 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

Prior to interview by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S. 
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted SA DENNIS MILLER at 
FBI Headquarters making four inquiries 6n August 6, 1975; 
on the same date, the following answers were received? 

Is it permissible for agent to give general 
answers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to 
membership number and Chapter numbers at various dates? 

Answer: Yes. 

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum 
purportedly from the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting 
consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated 
Gocuments originating with the Oakland Police Department 
and the FBI, San Francisco, when, in fact, the memorandum 
came from the Bureau. If questioned concerning this memorandum, 
may agent point out that this document originated with the 
Bureau rather than San Francisco? 

Answer: Yes. 

In contemplation of possible questioning concerning 
false correspondence directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and others 
abroad, can agent refer SSC Staff to Bureau when questioned 
concerning identity of agents. preparing correspondence? 

Answer: Yes. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 

of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is:'loaned to- 

your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 

¢ 
a 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
‘INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion 
as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence 
Program (COINTEL) ? 

Answer: You are not obliged to answer those 
questions you, do not desire to answer, but if you wish you 
may comment on the legality or morality of the plan. 

SA DENNIS MILLER related that he desired that it 
be borne in mind that the Bureau in no way wished to impede 
the SSC investigation. . 

LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the 
‘Sarl Francisco Office of the FBI on August ll, 1975, and 
interviewed ‘SA LEO BRENNEISEN from 1:03 PM to 2:30 PM. 
SEIDEL prefaced the interview by explaining that he’ had 
been advised that BRENNEISEN was the Coordinator for the 
COINTEL in San Francisco from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1970. 
It was pointed out to him that the case was assigned to 
agent from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1971. 

SBIDEL asked if agent had, in fact, approved all 
proposals coming from the San Francisco Office. He was 
advised that not necessarily because if another agent made 
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would 
be the person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supervisor 
or Relief Supervisor. 

SEIDEL asked what Squad agent had been assigned 
to during this Program, and he was advised S-6. He inquired 
if there was any COINTEL in San Francisco against US; he 
was advised to the contrary. He inquired as to the usual 
number of cases assigned agent, and was advised that to 
agent's best recollection probably 30 at any one time. He 
asked if agent's work was exclusively security during the 
handling of the COINTEL Program and he was advised agent 
did have some criminal assignments. He inguired if there 
was any relationship between COINTEL and criminal assignments, 
and he was advised no and that agent desired to limit the 
scope of his questioning to the COINTEL Program. 

SEIDEL then asked how many suggestions the agent 
had submitted in COINTEL. . He was advised that an estimate 
would be difficult but probably the nearest figure would be 
some two suggestions a’ month-with possibly six months in 
two years when no suggestions were made. He inguired as 
to agent's knowledge of what percentage of total proposals 
from all scurces submitted to the Bureau had been approved, 
and he was advised only a small percentage. 
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,U.S.~SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

At this point, SEIDEL requested agent to outline the 
types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He 
was answered that anonymous letters, letters with pseudonyms, 

and letters signed with the name of an existing person had 
been used. : 7 

It was pointed out that the program had included 
the use of anonymous letters, including those directed to 
landlords advising that the Black Panther Party was occupying 
their property; letters to people supporting BEEP programs, 
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the 
BPP color book for children encouraging the shooting of 
police officers and/or articles from the "Black Panther 
Party", the official BPP newspaper, showing their propensity 
and advocacy of violence; letters to organizations containing 

articles that showed the BPP in direct opposition to their 
aims, such as a letter to a Jewish organization showing BPP 
Support of Palestine guerrillas. 

Tt was pointed out that letters had been directed 
to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER in Algeria in the names of BPP members. 
At this point, SEIDEL interrupted to explain that he was 
enlisting the complete cooperation of the interviewee, that 
there had been some Congressional criticism of the COINTEL, 
that there were some segments of the population that were 
anti-FBI and that he desired to present the FBI in a proper 
light, and that he had good friends in the Bureau. 

SEIDEL asked, was it necessary to have utilized 
COINTEL. Agent advised that it was difficult to correctly | 
judge the effect of the program but it was felt it was not 
without some effect because the Black Panther Party had not 
only dwindled from a membership of approximately 1,000 in 
1969 to perhaps 200 in 1973, but that the organization became 
split with dissension and had dropped much of its former 
advocacy for violence. 

SEIDEL then requested that the agent give his 
recommendation on what COINTEL in the future should be; 
whether there should be a division between security and 
criminal investigations to different agencies in order that © 
a possible intrusion on the rights of an individual in 
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his 
being prosecuted by the Bureau in a criminal matter. Agent 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

refused to furnish his "off-thecuff" opinion, pointing 
out that he felt that it was without the scope of his 
release. 

Without further questioning agent concerning the 
types of COINTEL proposals, SEIDEL next asked if the 
Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) on the BPP was in operation 
at the time COINTEL was initiated, and what proposals were 
submitted in COINTEL based on information from ELSUR. 

SEIDEL was advised agent's release would not allow 
him°to discuss ELSUR. 

ae SEIDEL asked if: the San Francisco Division had made 
any "snitch" proposals. When asked to clarify. the question, 
he stated that this was a suggestion to the effect that a 
Black Panther Party member be accused of being an FBI 
informant. Agent replied that to the best of his recollection 
no such recommendations had been made to the Bureau by San 
Francisco, dnd on the contrary, agent knew that it had been 
pointed out by San Francisco that any such allegation. should 
be most carefully considered inasmuch as BPP history has 
indicated that they had dealt severely with suspected infor- 
mants, even to the point of killing them. 

SEIDEL then asked if the San Francisco Division 
had received a great deal of "flak" from the Bureau on this 
program. He was advised that the Bureau operates a “tickler 
system" for following investigations and that the program 
had received some priority from the FBI but agent had never 
considered correspondence from the Bureau as being "flak". 

SEIDEL at this point instead of questioning made 
the statement that the Bureau gave this matter “high peeoereys ¥ 
No comment was made to this statement. 

SEIDEL next questioned agent if he had read any 
| publicity concerning a May ll, 1970 letter from the Bureau 

-to San Francisco entitled, "Special Operations Research", in 
which it was suggested that some consideration be given to 
furnishing the BPP spurious documents that supposedly 
originated with the Oakland Police Department and the FBI. 
He explained that some newSpaper had received a copy of the 
document under the Freedom of-.Information Act and thereafter 
ills it. He inguired if a response to the letter 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

had been made by San Francisco. Agent advised that it was 
his recollection that San Francisco had responded recommending 
against both proposals, pointing out that the BEP had in the 
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Police 
Department for a raid on National Headquarters to the 
embarrassment of that agency. San Francisco was of the 
opinion that if spurious documents were furnished to the 
BPP they would immediately publish them, rather than attempt 
to develop an informant and the operation presented a great 

. deal of possible embarrassment and publicity for the Bureau. 

SEIDEL asked for agent's knowledge of why the letter 
had been captioned as previously described rather than 
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. Agent 
stated he had no recollection of exact caption of the letter. 
SEIDEL then went on to explain that he had been advised that 
the Bureau had several COINTELS and the one covering Special 
Operations Research was a COINTEL covering foreign operations. 
Agent made no comment. 

SEIDEL requested what proposals had been made to 
Gisrupt the BPP newspaper; how did the proposals originate, 
and what offices submitted them. He was advised that it was 
agent's recollection that the Bureau may have requested 
suggestions from several offices but that to agent's knowledge 
none had been approved. When SEIDEL continued to questionthe 
agent concerning specific proposals and why their approval 
was not recommended by San Francisco, he was advised that one 
proposal was the use of a foul-smelling chemical to put on 
the paper. San Francisco was of the optnion it would not 
be practical inasmuch as it would contaminate an airplane 
and would subject the airline or the printing company to 
damages. SEIDEL was further advised that it was believed 
the suggestion may have been made for the changing of a first | 
page of an issue at the printing company to embarrass the BPP, 
but it was pointed out that this would also merely result in 

‘a claim being filed against the printer. 

SEIDEL was advised that there may have been a 
suggestion that some thought should be given to the possible 
delay of the plates for the paper, that suggestion coming 
at the time when the paper was being printed in New York 
with the master copy being filmed in San Francisco. San 
Francisco did not suggest approval because a mere delay would 
have been of little benefit because the paper was not timely. 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 

4 INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

SEIDEL asked about the disruption of the BPP 
Breakfast Program. The answer was given that agent had 
no recollection of this, and SEIDEL was asked did he have 
any information from the Bureau that we had attempted a 
disruption of the program in San Francisco. He related 
that he believed not and that it probably eR DEUeS in 
San Diego. 

SEIDEL asked about a suggestion that informants 
set up a possible confrontation between the BPP and the 
Republic of New Africa (RNA). Agent stated he had no 
recollection of such a proposal and did not believe it had 
been submitted by San Francisco because the membership and 
activity in RNA had been minimal in this area. 

SEIDEL then asked if we had suggested that landiords 
in the San Francisco area be encouraged to insist on their 
rent from the BPP. Agent advised he had no recollection 
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it. 

, SEIDEL inquired as to the amount of knowledge. 
that SAC CHARLES BATES would have had concerning COINTEL. 
He was advised that agent had no information, that he, himself, 
had never discussed the program with Mr. BATES while it was 
in operation,..SEIDEL then inquired if former SAC HARRY 
MORGAN had’ been ill during the time Ne"was~assignéd t to San 
Francrsco~and—the~réason-for his transfer. Agent she een 
he~hea-ne~in Foriiatton~concerning—thisom matter-- 

SEIDEL was asked if he felt that anyof the actions 
agent described as being taken by the San Francisco Division 
were illegal. SEIDEL stated that he did not believe that 
these were matters that were in violation of any existing 
criminal statutes, but there might be some question as to 
whether the FBI had the specific authority to do these things. 

SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating 
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was making an 

- inquiry and desired to obtain the opinions of both Headquarters 
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the 
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release. 

‘ S 4 
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' Y.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE’ ACTIVITIES (SSC); 

: INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

Agent was not placed under oath and when agent 
refused to furnish opinions in those cases noted above or 
to discuss ELSUR, SEIDEL suggested that he, SEIDEL, put 
away his pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not 
necessary. The only right explained to agent was the fact 
that all informakion furnished by him was at his own . 
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made ; 
that any part of the interview might be utilized ina 
possible court proceeding against the agent. 

Agent did not consult with Bureau representative 
during course of the interview. 

WWoS5160 DocliId: 32969641 Page 126 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California 
File No. 

August 14, 1975 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
DATEL Y/23 BySP-ATAL/BIGS 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK 
GY SSC_STAFF MEMBER ae 

On August 13, 1975, former Special Agent Albert P. 
Clark, who was a supervisor in the San Francisco FBI Office 
and who retired in December of 1969, advised as follows: 

He was interviewed in his home at 66 Eln, 
Larkspur, California, by SSC Member Lester B. Seidel from 
5:40 P.M. to 6:55 P.M., August 12, 1975. 

aa 

Clark was not placed under oath and no mention 
was made of his rights. However, Seidel was pleasant and 
in no way antagonistic. The interview was general, not 
penetrative, not in depth, and very few specific questions were 
asked. There appeared to be no discernible criticism of 
either the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) or the 
Bureau's investigation of the Black Panther Party (BPP) by 
Seidel. 

- A 
Seidel was‘ compelled_om more than one occasion 

to declare that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his 
inquiries was to assist the United States Senate in under- 
standing the problem in order that they could consider 
possible legislation that may eliminate any abuses in the 
future. 

Seidel did mention the fact several times that 
information had been leaked to the press that Ja#é”'Seberg, 
the movie actress, had become pregnant by a BPP official. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

Seidel finally asked Clark if he would have okayed 
a COINTEL proposal like this and he answered that he would 
have if he felt that it would have sufficiently hindered 
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions 
someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation 
of the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it might 
also cut down on the number of BPP supporters. 

Clark was asked to whom the main BPP case was 
assigned and to whom COINTEL had been assigned in the San 
Francisco Division. Clark replied that he did not remember 
but possibly during the time of his supervision, more than 
one Agent -had handled the matters. 

Seidel asked how many BPP informants the San. > 
Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall \ 
So did not believe that Seidel had a right to know. 
GM . 

Seidel inquired about the BPP wire ‘tap, asking 
who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the San Francisco 
Division. Again, Clark replied that he did not recall but 
the San Francisco Division would not have necessarily 
waited for the Bureau to initiate the matter but might have 
requested the Bureau rather than the Bureau having initiated 
the matter. 

Seidel wanted to have an example of a COINTEL 
proposal. He was not given a specific example but general 
conversation was had to the effect that any move that might 
be suggested that would aid the San Francisco Division in 
their investigation of the BPP in determining their 
supporters and financiers and possibly disenchanting those 
individuals might be an example. 

Seidel did not ask Clark whether he had done a 
particular thing. 

Questioned concerning whether he felt COINTEL had 
been effective, Clark replied he did not believe the matter 
was susceptible to proof but the BPP had sure gone into a 
steep decline. = 

MW 35160 Docld: 32869641 Page i126 



U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

Seidel again brought up the Seberg matter and 
asked if it had done any good. Clark stated he replied, 
"Maybe." 

During this conversation, Clark got the general 
impression that perhaps Seidel did not feel that COINTEL 
had been necessary but Clark had argued that it had made 
the BPP more difficult to operate-and possibly easier 
for the FBI to investigate. 

Seidel then wanted to know what there was about 
the BPP that caused such a concentration of FBI investi- 
gative attention. Clark pointed out that this would have 
to be answered in the context of time, that at the time the 
program waS initiated, there was no doubt that the BPP 
was a violent, racist organization opposing all law enforce- 
ment, attacking officers and generally disturbing the 
tranquility of the community. 

Seidel then went on to discuss the business of 
pressure. Had Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
and the Bureau put too much pressure on the matter? Clark 
stated there was undoubtedly pressure because everyone 
was interested in doing the best type job possible and 
finding out everything possible concerning the BPP. There 
was obvious pressure from the Bureau in the matter and the 
Bureau, in a case like this, could never be satisfied. 
Clark stated that he related that perhaps too much 
pressure had come from the Bureau because he had felt at 
the time he was a supervisor that San Francisco Division 
knew more about the BPP than the Bureau. On the other 
hand, he related that Bureau officials were probably 
under pressure because of the national interest and the 
demands on them in Washington. 

Seidel related that he was interested in ascer- 
taining what Agent would make the best witness to appear 
in Washington to explain and testify concerning COINTEL. 
He specifically requested Clark's recommendation and mentioned 
the names of Special Agents Leo S. Brenneisen of San 
Francisco and Bob Baker of Los Angeles. Clark stated that 
he had countered by suggesting that somebody in Washington 
who directed the program and approved all proposals might 
be a better witness. 
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Clark recalled that near the first of the inter- 
view, Seidel probably, more to make conversation than to 
obtain information, asked a few questions concerning US 
and the Republic of North Africa (RNA). He was advised 
that US had not been active in this division and there had 
been no pertinent RNA activity brought to his attention. 
Seidel asked if Ron Karenga of US had visited San Francisco 
and Clark replied he had no exact recollection of this. 

Seidel talked and asked Clark's opinion on the 
separation into different agencies of the Bureau's criminal 
and security investigations. Clark stated that he told 
Seidel that in the past he had considered this and felt that 
frankly it might have advantages, and at the same time, 
might have disadvantages. He pointed out that the 
disadvantages were that you could not be sure that it, in 
fact, would work and that if you remove the security 
investigations from the Bureau, you would undoubtedly 
Lose a great deal, including public support. 

Seidel asked if Clark had worked under former 
SAC Harry-Morgan. He advised that hé had retifed prior to. — — 
thé time Morgan was assigned to" the san_ Francisco Division. | art 

a Man aes amt et re aera 

Clark pointed out that during the interview, a 
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and Seidel 
could, of course, not be sure that it was not in operation, 
although as the duration of the interview lengthened, it 
must have been obvious to Seidel that it was not operating. 

Ax 
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| ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED. 

HEREIN |S UNGLASSIFIED 
U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON Maal 22TH ¢ pate 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES. (SSC) _ 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER ) SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBER So 

a: On August 14, 1978, epi ned rotnes Spécial Agent - 
William A. Cohéndet was” interviewed from. 9:30.A.M. to. . 
11:15 A.M. by Lester B: Seidel, Investigator for, the ass 
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activites” (SSC). 
The interview took place at the Holiday Inn on Van Ness 
Avenue, San Francisco. 

Mr. Seidel mentioned that he was serving as a 
counsel for the SSC, investigating all phases of the United 
States intelligence community, and he had chosen the Black 
Panther Party and the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) 
as his field. He stated that he was hoping for full 
cooperation on the part of the former Special Agent. 

He was advised that former Special Agent Cohendet 
was willing to cooperate with the committee and he trusted 
that something constructive would come out of the effort 
being put forward. Former Special Agent Cohendet also 
pointed out that in his opinion the Black Panther Party (BPP) 
had. been a group devoted to violence, thievery, and fraud, 
and the committee should realize the type of Subjects with 
whom they are dealing in order to place the investigation 
in its proper framework. 

The first question concerned the former Special 
Agent's background and Bureau service. This was briefly 
furnished. 

Seidel then asked when and how the technical 
Surveillances had been installed, who initiated them, and 
who approved them. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 
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The former Special Agent replied that he was 
not party to any of these arrangements and did not know 
any Of the details. 

Seidel then asked if former Special Agent 
Cohendet knew the origin and purposes of the COINTEL 
Program. He was informed that the former Agent did not 
know the origin of the program, and said he believed its 
purposes were those as set forth in the instructions which 
Seidel had and which spoke for themselves. The former 
Agent admitted that said program at one time had been 
assigned to him but due to the press of other functions, 
he had been unable to give it a great deal of time and 
felt that during the period that it had been assigned to 
him, it had been largely ineffective. 

Seidel then asked if there was any connection 
between ELSUR and COINTEL and the reply was given that 
obviously there would be if the ELSUR material being 
reviewed could be considered as having any pertinence to 
a COINTEL operation. However, former Special Agent Cohendet 
could not recall having used this material while the case 
was assigned to him, at least to any Significant degree. 
Not having the files available made it impossible to 
State positively if there had been any specific instance of use 
of this material. 

Seidel asked as to the possible effectiveness of 
anonymous letters and he was informed that in the opinion 
of the former Agent, such letters, particularly having to 
do with personal infidelity or thievery, which were the 
usual suggested avenues, would have little effect on the 
recipients who were active in such faelds themselves much 
of the time. In the more serious areas of perhaps trying 
to falsely show that an individual was an FBI or police 
informant, the former Special Agent said that the use of 
this technique would not be used for fear of causing bodily 
harm or death to an innocent person due to the well-known 
propensity of the BPP of dealing harshly with any suspected 
deviator let alone informant. 

2 
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Seidel then asked as to the value of ELSUR to 
the BPP investigation and the former Special Agent stated 
that in his belief it was extremely valuable in many ways. 
For instance, it assisted and gauged the true Huey Newton, 
his plans, and weaknesses. It was also valuable in esti- 
mating the possible effect of a certain COINTEL program 
as possibly suggested by some other office. As a result - 
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually 
rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful. 

Seidel wondered if ELSUR was not the most 
valuable, sirigle investigative aid that the Bureau had had 
in this investigation, and the former Special paene agreed 
that he was probably correct. 

Seidel then wondered if the COINTEL proposals] 
should be part of some legislation proposed by Congress 
and the former Special Agent replied that the Bureau 
officials, in his opinion, should be allowed to comment 
on this because the fact that the program would be ineffective 
against the BPP might not be a valid argument that it would 
not work to better advantage in other circumstances. 

Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to 
comment on the effectiveness of COINTEL as used against 
the Socialist Workers Party, not having had any experience 
with its use in that field. 

Seidel then asked about informants and asked if 
there had been any pressure from the Bureau in the develop- 
ment of such sources. Former Special Agent ‘Cohendet 
acknowledged that there certainly had been great pressure 
in this direction, as it was well known that informants were 
a necessary part of any investigation and a police organi-~ 
zation can never give up on this phase of its work no matter 
how difficult the circumstances were in their development. 
In the case of the BPP, the development of informants was 

particularly difficult because of the fear that many persons 
in the black community felt concerning the BPP as well as 
the lack of desire to cooperate against another black 
person. 
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Seidel asked about foreign funds being raised 
and given to the BPP, and former Special Agent Cohendet 
recalled that "Masai" Hewitt and others went to. Sweden 
and other countries where the BPP raised money on speech 
making tours. 

Seidel then asked about any investigation of 
BPP funds and former Special Agent Cohendet said that it 
was his recollection that investigation of BPP funds had 
been undertaken through legal channels but he had no 
personal knowledge of the investigation and declined to 
go further into this field. 

Seidel asked about referrals of Bureau information 
to the Internal Revenue Service and former Special Agent 
Cohendet said that he had no personal knowledge of what 
had been done in this direction. 

Seidel then asked about the affair between 
Actress Jean Seberg and "Masai" Hewitt, which had appeared 
in a Hollywood gossip column and had alleged that Seberg 
had become pregnant by Hewitt. Seidel said that the Los 
Angeles Office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation had 
admitted leaking this information to someone in the press. 

Former Special Agent Cohendet knew that this 
couple had been lovers for a brief period but denied any 
knowledge of any leak to the press by either San Francisco 
or Los Angeles. 

Seidel asked if the former Agent thought that 
leaking this type of information was appropriate. No 
comment was offered as to this question. 

Seidel, at the conclusion of the interview, said 
that he had noted that the “faking" of police records as 
suggested had never been undertaken and he observed that he 
believed the COINTEL abuses were being overplayed by the 
press. From what he learned in interviews in San Francisco, 
it seemed to him that the program had been mostly played 
down and indeed, an independent judgment had been exercised 
in the implementation of the program. 
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ne 

. A general discussion of the BPP ensued in which 
former Special Agent Cohendet reiterated the criminal 
background and threatening attitude of many of the BPP 
members, their mendacious ways, and their lack of credi- 
bility in their public statements. The former Special 
Agent credited the news media with helping to build up 
the BPP beyond its actual strength and influence. 

Seidel asked about the former Agent's knowledge of Fhel meason 
_ for the removal of former AC Harry : Morgan from San” ~ —~~--— - 

Francisco. ‘He said the only reason he was asking this ~ 
quest tor™ “was in OLrdér to ~avord~embarrassing~ forner SAC 
Morgan when he interviews “him- concerning his possible~-—- 
knowledge of“BPP ‘activities sometime in the future. “Former 
Special. Agent Cohendet had. no _-knowledge « as — why Ee orto. 0 
Mr. Morgan was transferred. ie - ead 

Se 

Tn Summation, Seidel ventured the opinion that he 
thought the ELSUR technique was far moré valuable in the 
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the 
COINTEL. Former Special Agent Cohendet had to agree 
to the above observation. 

anew 

Former Special Agent Cohendet was not advised 
of any rights that he might have in declining to answer 
any questions and Seidel said he was actually seeking 
witnesses for a possible hearing in Washington, D.C. He 
stated that no names would be mentioned in any write-up 
he would make concerning his interviews. 

5 * 
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W lle INTERVIEW OF FORMER GA DAVID EB. TODD 
oh BY SSC STAFF MEMBER 

On August 12, 1975, retired former SA David E. Todd 
was interviewed from 1:00 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. by Lester B. Seidel, 
Investigator for the SSC. The interview took place at the 
Holiday Inn, San Francisco. 

By way of background, in‘all contacts with Seidel 
previously, former SA Todd has indicated to him great reluctance 
to discuss these matters without clearance from the Bureau, 

| and pointed out to Seidel that the Bureau had released former 
: SA Todd from the Employment Secrecy Agreement for the purpose 
| of a staff interview, but Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
3 did not think it was either his responsibility or his prerogative 
i to provide information or make information public; that while 
| ' employed he was acting as an Agent of the Federal Government 

and felt it was the responsibility of the Federal Government to 
provide the information, and that if the Senate Committee 

: desired information from former SA Todd, the questions should 
have been submitted to him in writing, and his answers should 
have been made in writing and first forwarded to the FBI, and 
then after the FBI determined it advisable to make these answers 
available to the Committee, that would have pec the proper 
channel. 

Seidel pointed out the Committee and the Bureau had 
made an agreement whereby the Bureau would make Agents available 
to the Committee for interview. Former SA Todd pointed out to 
Seidel that he is not in the category of an Agent, being a 
retired Agent, and at this point there was no additional discussion 
on this matter. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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Seidel was also told that nothing that was said by 
former SA Todd should be interpreted as being critical of 
the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) itself, and that if 
the Bureau felt that such a Program was necessary in the interest 
of national defense, he had carried it out in the best way he 
saw fit, and that in recommending against specific proposals 
as being impractical or inadvisable, these recommendations were 
against the specific incidents recommended and not against the 
Program as a whole. 

Seidel's first questions dealt with former SA Todd's 
background and the extent of his Bureau service, and whether 
he had worked security or criminal matters. Former SA Todd 
gave him chronologically the offices in which he had served 
in the Bureau, and stated he had been associated from 1952 to 
1956 with the Domestic Intelligence Division, Washington, D.C., 
and had become Supervisor in San Francisco in December, 1969, 
of the Black Panther Party (BPP), and that during his Bureau 
career he had worked both criminal and security matters. 

Seidel asked the name of the squad which was originally 
the Racial Squad, and subsequently changed to Extremist Matters, 
and he asked whether the work was strictly intelligence, or 
whether it combined intelligence or criminal work. It was 
pointed out Bombing Matters were originally being handled on 
this Squad for a period of time, and that both the criminal 
activities of the Panthers, as well as intelligence activities, 
“were combined in the assignment. 

Seidel then asked when the technical surveillances on 
the Panthers were installed. Former SA Todd replied that they 
were functioning at the time he was appointed Supervisor. Seidel 
then asked how was the technical surveillance related to the 
COINTEL, if at all, and specifically whether information coming 
from the technical surveillance was used in carrying. out the 
COINTEL. Former SA Todd advised that he Could not recall - 
specifically what was done in either Program without reviewing 
the files and comparing the information therein with the source. 
Seidel seemed very interested in this, but actually the question 
could not be answered on the basis of recollection alone, and 
was not. 
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Seidel then asked how would the Panther COINTEL 
be defined with regard to aims, techniques and results. The 
answer to this was that the aims were to counter generally the 
revolutionary objectives and activities of the Panthers. The 
question concerning techniques was left unanswered, and as 
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not 
feel there had been any great results from the Program as it was 
pursued in the San Francisco Office, but he could not speak 
for the rest of the Program as far as the Bureau is concerned. 

Seidel asked whether the Agents working the criminal 
aspects of the BPP received information that was received from 
a technical source, and he was told procedures by which 
information had been routed to them in their cases, and that at 
the time we operated these technical surveillances, we felt they 
had been installed lawfully, and that the information received 
could be used. 

Seidel asked whether there was a great deal of pressure 
put on the San Francisco Office for the development of informants. 
He was told yes, that informants were the backbone of good law 
enforcement and the Bureau constantly urged better informant 
coverage. 

Seidel asked if there had been similar pressure placed 
on the office in the COINTEL, and-former SA Todd replied that 

7 .he did not feel that any great pressure had been put on the 
office to carry out this Program, but that the Bureau had recom- 
mended the Program, however, had left it up to the office 
pretty much as to how it should be carried out. 

a Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful 
in causing dissengvion within the Party. Former SA Todd told 
him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective 
in any way, and that causing dissen#ion had not been a primary 
objective of the Program in the San Francisco Office, and'that 
the policy had been to use the Program for primarily two 
purposes: 1) for the purpose of developing informants by 
attempting to dissuade them from their loyalties to the Party; 
and 2) to make representations to Panthers for whom outstanding 
arrest warrants had been issued in order to flush them out so 
they could be apprehended. 
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Seidel asked specifically about the COINTEL involving 
the Breakfast Program, and was told a recommendation had been 
made for putting some kind of -contamination in the Breakfast 
Program food, and that this office had felt this extremely 
inadvisable and recommended against it, and it was not carried 
out here. 

Former SA Todd was also asked about a COINTEL 
proposal relating to "The Black Panther" newspapers, and was 
told that such a proposal had been made involving saturating 
the papers with a foul smelling fish oil or some substance, 
however, we recommended against this as it would serve no purpose. 

Seidel was advised that the San Francisco policy had 
been to recommend against harassment, per se, and also recommended 
against leaking information to the press. Seidel then raised 
the question about the incident where Huey P. Newton's high 
standard of living was given to the press, and he was told 
that this fell into the category of informant development on 
the basis it was felt that if those Panthers who were living 
practically in poverty could realize what Newton's standards 
of living were, it might change their allegignce to him and 
they could be contacted for informant purposes. 

Seidel was also told that in this phase of the 
COINTEL, it was former SA Todd's recollection that this infor- 

mation regarding Newton's high standard of living had been 
disseminated by informants, and that the press was well aware 
of Newton's standards of living without having to make this 
information available to them. 

. Seidel asked what the instructions had been from the 
Bureau in carring out the COINTEL. Former SA Todd told Seidel 
that he had reviewed this file after being appointed Supervisor, 
but could not recall specifically what the Bureau instructions 
were. The only other instructions received were at a two day 
conference in Washington, D.C., on BPP matters conducted by 
former Assistant to the Director William Sullivan, and Section 
Chief George Moore, at which time it was pointed out that the 
Bureau desired the COINTEL to be coordinated with the Bureau, 
but that former SA Todd did not recall any firm prohibition against 
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taking certain actions without Bureau authority, and that the 
field had some leeway in what they did, but, in general, offices 
made proposals to the Bureau with copies to San Francisco 
prior to taking any action. Seidel asked why San Francisco 
got copies of all proposals, and was told this was because 
San Francisco was office of origin in the BPP case and other 
offices were required to furnish a copy of all correspondence. 

Seidel then asked to what extent Special Agent in 
Charge Charles W. Bates had knowledge of the COINTEL as it 
related to the BPP, and he was told that former SA Todd could 
not speak for Bates and his knowledge would be dependent upon 
how carefully he read incoming mail and reviewed files, and 
former SA Todd had no knowledge as to what extent Bates did this. 

Seidel was told that under the supervisory setup in the 
office at the time, former SA Todd felt it was his responsibility 
to direct this Program in San Francisco and not Bates. 

Seidel indicated that out of his investigation in the 
hearings, undoubtedly there would be some legislation coming 
out of Congress that would either enable or prohibit such 
things as the COINTEL, and he stated that was one reason he 
was asking concerning its effectiveness, and wondered what former 
SA Todd would recommend. Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
felt it essential that the Government should have the right to 

~ .defend itself against individuals and groups who advocate 
violent revolution or who are aligned with foreign powers, 
and that there was a need for some sort of legislation within 
the framework of constitutional government which would enable 
the Wovernment to do this; but, of course, it should be done 
under. proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what 
sort of control, and was told that this was a matter for 
Congress to decide, but perhaps Congress should look.into some 
legislation similar to wiretap legislation, where the responsi- 
bility is upon a Federal judge to issue a warrant. 

Former SA Todd had prepared a brief summary of what 
he recalled of the activities of the BPP, and he made a copy of 
this available to Seidel. Former SA Todd also had made a 
chronology to assist him in answering questions, together with 
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some notes concerning COINTEL policy, former SA Todd's general 
recollection of matters, questions of law regarding agent - 
princip#Y’, privileged information problems, ongoing litigation 
and national defense, and informants and sources. Seidel asked 
for a copy of this chronology and this, too, was given to him. 

Seidel expressed great interest in receiving the one 
page summary of the Panthers' activities, and stated that he 
had chosen the Panthers for a case study, and he seemed more 
interested in this than in the COINTEL. He also indicated that 
there might be future interviews and that former SA Todd might 
be called as a witness before the Committee at a later date. 

At the outset of the interview, Seidel asked whether 
former SA Todd desired his rights be read to him. Former 
SA Todd told him that since he did nOt interpret this as a 
custodial interview, and it was his understanding Seidel had no 
police power, that he could forego reading the rights. 

Former SA Todd did not feel it was necessary to 
consult with a Bureau representative at this time. 

The above information was furnished by former SA Todd 
voluntarily and was not solicited. 

6x 
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: CHRONOLOGY . 5 ’ ee ® 
: Approximate 
| Dates” 

. Dec. 1969 Designated supervisor. Reviewed Cointelpro file. 
| No recollection of any actions by 5. F. in file. 

| Feb. 1970 Conference in Washington, D.C. Briefed on Baltimore 
. Black Panther murder. Cointelpro discussed, 

May 1970 Cointelpro letter. Suggestion rejected by 5S. F. 
Aug 1970 Marin Court shootout: (Jonathan Jackson~Judge Haley) 
Aug 1970 Cleaver released from prison, 

“ $s 

Jan 1971 Letters to Algeria to vrovoke Cleaver to return to 
, U. S.. So arrest could be effected, 

Feb 1971 Newton becomes Supreme Commander, Cleaver expelled. 

March 197 1- Robert Webb murder. 

| Aoril 1971 Sam Napier murder, 
| April 1971 Two New York police officers wounded, 
| May 19714 Four Kew York police officers murdered, 

 Bugust 1971 George Jackson killed in prison breek attempt. 
| August 1971 Officer xowalski murder attempt - Washington & Bottom arrest, 
| August 1971 S, Ingleside Station attack ~ Officer Young murdered, 

Dec, 1971 Retired. | 
| 
| 

COINTELPRO: Recommended against many proposals, 
Approved recommendation to try to induce Cleaver 

‘ to return to JU, 5, 
_ (Would have aporoved actions to persuade Panthers 

« to cnange loyalty from Party and become informants, but 
Cannot recall any specific ones, 

Would not have aporoved any proposals solely for 
harrassment or for leaking information to press; there 
mist have been some bona fide investigative purpose 
behind proposal before considering it. . 

RECOLLECTION: Recall only generalities, Requested if could review 
Bureau files vrior to interview. This was denied, 
Cannot testify With any specificity without, review 
of files. 

é 

AGENT-~PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: Sensitive techniques 
e Informants & Sources 

Ongoing Investigations 
‘Foreign Intelligence 
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Ongoing litigation: Panthers v. FBI & IRS, USDC, S&S. F, Civil rights, 

| National Defense: Documents reviewed were classified. 
: Does executive branch have right to defend 
| nation against advocates of revolution (public 

interest issue), 

Informants & sources: Cannot reveal. (Includes information 
that might reveal identity.) nae 

provide or 
Neither my responsibility nor my prerogative to/make this information 
public. I was acting as an agent of the Federal government, and it’: 
4s responsibility of government to provide the information 

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in 
Writing should be forwarded to FBI end if #BI deems it advisable 
to make these answers available to Committee, that should be 
prover channel, 

“—? 
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a , the inveM@Pgation of the Black Panther Party was @ 
National Defense matter, Information on file points to colla- 
boration -with foreign powers by leaders of the Party, 

Throughout the two-year period in which I supervised 
the investigation there were strong liaisons between Black Panthers 
and dissident groups abroad as well as with the governments of 
foreign nations. The Black Panthers had support and/or branches 
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and were international in 
scope. Eldridge Cleaver, wanted on felony warrants, had been 
granted asylum in Algeria and with his entourage was residing 
in a villa provided by the Algerian government, During this 
period he made at least one trip to- tioscow, Russia, Several 
Black Panthers travelled to Cuba. Huey Newton, in 1971, travelled 
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Xong at the invitation ; 
of the,Chinese government at a time when the United States had 
no dippliimatic relations with them, 

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1969, 
the Black Panther Party was under co-leadershipv of Huey Newton, 
then confined to vrison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living . 
in exile in Algeria, The Black Panther Party, both in the news- 
paper it oublished weekly at San Francisco, and in public statements 
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it 
published instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use 
of weanons, and vrinted detailed drawings and instructions on 
the manufacture of bombs and explosive devices, and it agitated 
ovenly for the murder of police officers, The term "off the 
pigs, which means "kill the police," was a Black Panther catch. 
phrase, The history of the Black Panther Party during the period 
L acted as Supervisor is replete with incidents of murder, violence 
and inciting to revolution, The revolutionary quotation of Mao- 
TsemTung, "Political power grows out of the barrel of a gun," 
became a Black Panther motto, : 

sometime in early 1971 a solit occurred in the Black 
Panther. Party, Huey Newton, following his release from prison 
in 1970, gained control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley, 
California, and he broke openly with Zldridge Cleaver, publicly 
expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party. The 
Newton faction thereafter gradually took a more moderate approach, 

' advocating social change through community service in place of its 
prior profile of violence, No change was noted in the policies of 
the Cleaver faction directed from Algiers, and it continued to 
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in New York 
of its own newspaper vroclaiming itsrevolutionary policies; and 
followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of 
violence, | 

The following crimes of violence attributed to the Cleaver 
faction of the Black Panthers have been documented in the book "Target 
Blue," by former Deputy Police Commissioner Robert Daley of New York 

City (Dell Publishing Co., Ine., 1973): << 

Ambusn attacks against police officers which resulted in 
{ officers murdered, 3 wounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, which 
led to the solution of the other cases and established these attacks 
to be a nationwide conspiracy; and the murder of two Newton-faction 
Black Panthers, oxr . 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 
In Reply, Please Refer to . ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED August 15, 19 g r 1975 HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED { : DATEAASO/B 3 BY SOQ7HP / b 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC} 

INTERVIEW OF SAC(CHARLES W. BATES 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

On the evening of August 11, 13975, Mr. Lester Seidel 
and Mr. Loch Johnson, Staff Members of the Senate Select 
Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
of the San Francisco Office. This meeting occurred over dinner. 
No statements were made by either of these individuals as to 
any. rights that SAC Bates: might have in connection with the 
interview. 

During the dinner, Mr. Seidel referred to COINTELPRO 
involving the FBI's investigation of the Black Panther Party 
in San Francisco, Bates advised him that he was in charge of 
the San Francisco Office from July, 1967 until the end of 
April, 1970, when he was transferred to Chicago. Bates stated 
that he was aware of the investigation being conducted on the 
Black Panther Party but was not personally conversant with 
all the details of this investigation as such details wére 
all contained in the FBI's file. On at least two occasions 
Mr. Seidel referred to specific facts occurring in other parts 
of the country involving anonymous letters sent to individuals 
under COINTELPRO. He asked if Bates agreed that these acticns 
were proper. Mr. Seidel was told that Bates had no way of 
knowing the facts as he related were true or any other of 
the circumstances involved and that, therefore, he was unable 
to comment at ail. 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates had any recommendations 
_ for legislation which the Committee could propose that would 
assist the FBI in the domestic counterintelligence field. 
Bates informed him that he was not fully conversant with this 
entire field and that it was the prerogative of FBI officials 
-at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend 
such legislation. 

< 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaried to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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INTERVIEW OF SAC 
CHARLES W. BATES 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Seidel also inquired as to whether Bates felt 
that an extension of electronic surveillances into the domestic 
intelligence field would be of assistance. Bates informed 
him that the FBI was operating according to current court 
decisions as invdélve electronic surveillances and that the 
courts had recently precluded this action in strictly domestic 
intelligence matters. Mr. Seidel was informed that this was 
a decision for FBI officials in Washington. 

On several occasions during the evening, Mr. Johnson 
asked Bates if he was aware of the "Houston Pian." On each 
occasion Bates informed him that he was not aware of the 
"Houston Plan“ and his only knowledge of it is what he has 
seen in the public press. At one time Mr. Johnson asked if 
Bates thought that Mr. Hoover had turned down the "Houston 
Plan" because he was afraid for his. job. Bates again replied 
that he had no firsthand knowledge having anything to do with 
the “Houston Plan" but he was certainly aware that Mr. Hoover 
was not afraid of anything or anyone. 

Both Mr. Johnson and Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt 
that the use of “black bag jobs" would be of advantage in 
conducting domestic counterintelligence operations. Bates 
replied that he had no personal direct knowledge of such matters 
and had never been involved in such matters. 

During the evening, Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt 
that a congressional oversight committee of the FBI was sound 
and proper. Bates informed that he certainly agreed with the 
concept of congressional oversight as long as it was constructive 
and not destructive. Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt that the 
FBI's security operation should be completely divorced from 
its criminal responsibilities and handled as a separate agency 
Or a separate part of the FBI. Bates informed him that it 
appeared that the FBI's efforts in both the criminal and the 
security field had been effective and appeared to be proper 
in its present context. Mr. Seidel inquired if Bates was 
personally acquainted with Mr. William C. Suilivan, former 
FBI official. Mr. Seidel was informed that Bates worked in 
the same division with Mr. Sullivan in the 1950's and knew 
him as another supervisor at FBI Headquarters. 

Seidel then asked if Bates was aware of the dis- 
agreements that Mr. Sullivan had had with Mr. Hoover and he 
was informed that he had no details concerning this matter. 

a Dee. , 
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INTERVIEW OF SAC 
CHARLES W. BATES f 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates knew former SAC Harry 
Morgan. Bates told him that he knew him as he had replaced 
him as SAC in San Francisco at the end of April, 1970. He 
then asked if Bates was aware of why Mr. Morgan was transferred 
from San Francisco. Bates told him that some problem had 
arisen in connection with his running the San Francisco Office 

‘but that he was not personally aware of the specific details. 
but that they would be available at FBI Headquarters. Seidel 
said the only reason he was asking was that he was thinking 
about interviewing Mr. Morgan but he did not want to embarrass 
him and then asked if Morgan's transfer from San Francisco 
had anything to do with a drinking problem. Bates said again 
that he was not aware of the specifics. 

On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. Loch Johnson 
came into the San Francisco FBI Office saying he had just a 
few more questions he wanted to ask Bates. He then asked if 
the San Francisco Office was involved in foreign counter- 
intelligence work, and he was informed that we were as were 
many other FBI cffices. He then asked if we surveilled every- 
one who went into or came out of the Soviet Consulate in San 
Francisco. He was informed that Bates did not intend to dis- 
cuss with him any investigative techniques or anything having 
to do with pending investigations. Mr. Johnson said he was 
attempting to find some individual who was an expert in foreign 
counterintelligence, particularly the Soviet threat to the 
United States. Bates informed him that there were probably 
a number of people in the United States who would qualify in 
this category but Bates did not consider himself as an expert 
in this field. 

: fhe above represents specific matters brought up 
during these discussions. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California 

File No. August L3y 1975 

«pw ph? 
cows 9 i U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 

no hy B INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

Ws MAB - Wd ced yD INTERVIEW OF GA LEO S. BRENNEISEN) BY | 
wer UE SSC STAFF MEMBER : 
yw . i 

Prior to interview by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S. 
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted SA DENNIS MILLER at 
FBI Headquarters making four inquiries 6n iugust 6, 1975; 
on the same date, the following answers were received: 

Is it permissible for agent to give general 
answers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to 
membership number and Chapter numbers at various dates? 

Answer: Yes. 

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum 
purportedly from the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting 
consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated 
documents originating with the Oakland Police Department — 
and the FBI, San Francisco, when, in fact, the memorandum 
came from the Bureau. If questioned concerning this memorandum, 
may agent point out that this document originated with the 
Bureau rather than San Francisco? 

Answer: Yes. 

In contemplation of possible questioning concerning 
false correspondence directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and others 
abroad, can agent refer SSC Staff to Bureau when questioned 
concerning identity of agents. preparing correspondence? 

Answer: Yes. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 

of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to- 

your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 

outside your agency. “+ 
t 
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‘INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion 
as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence 
Program (COINTEL) ? 

Answer: You are not obliged to answer those 
questions you do not desire to answer, but if you wish you 
may comment on the legality or morality of the plan. 

SA DENNIS MILLER related that he desired that it 
be borne in mind that the Bureau in no way wished to impede 
the SSC investigation. . 

LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the 
San Francisco Office of the FBI on August ll, 1975, and 
interviewed ‘SA LEO BRENNEISEN from 1:03 PM to 2:30 PM. 
SEIDEL prefaced the interview by explaining that he had 
been advised that BRENNEISEN was the Coordinator for the 
COINTEL in San Francisco from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1970. 
It was pointed out to him that the case was assigned to 
agent from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1971. 

SBIDEL asked if agent had, in fact, approved all 
proposals coming from the San Francisco Office. He was 
advised that not necessarily because if another agent made 
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would 
be the person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supervisor 
ox Relief Supervisor. 

SEIDEL asked what Squad agent had been assigned 
to during this Program, and he was advised S-6. He inquired 
if there was any COINTEL in San Francisco against US; he 
was advised to: the contrary. He inquired as to the usual 
number of cases assigned agent, and was advised that to 
agent's best recollection probably 30 at any one time. He 
asked if agent's work was exclusively security during the. 
handling of the COINTEL Program and he was advised agent 
did have some criminal assignments. He inquired if there 
was any relationship between COINTEL and criminal assignments, 
and he was advised no and that agent desired to limit the 
scope of his questioning to the COINTEL Program. 

_ SEIDEL then asked how many suggestions the agent 
had submitted in COINTEL. He was advised that an estimate 
would be difficult but probably the nearest figure would be 
some two suggestions a’ month-with possibly six months in 
two vears when no suggestions were made. He inguired as 
to agent's knowledge of what percentage of total proposals 
From all sources submitted to the Bureau had been approved, 
and he was advised only a small percentage. 
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“U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

At this point, SEIDEL requested agent to outline the 
types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He 
was answered that anonymous letters, letters with pseudonyms, 
and letters signed with the name of an existing peaees had 
been used. 

aw 

It was pointed out that the program had included 
the use of anonymous letters, including those directed to 
landlords advising that the Black.Panther Party was occupying 
their property; letters to people supporting BEEP programs, 
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the 
BPP color book for children encouraging the shooting of 
police officers and/or articles from the "Black Panther 
Party", the official BPP newspaper, showing their propensity 
and advocacy of violence; letters to organizations containing 
articles that showed the BPP in direct opposition to their 
aims, such as a letter to a Jewish organization showing BPP 
support of Palestine guerrillas. . 

It was pointed out that letters had been directed 
to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER in Aigeria in the names of BPP members. 
At this point, SEIDEL interrupted to explain that he was 
enlisting the complete cooperation of the interviewee, that 
there had been some Congressional criticism of the COINTEL, 
that there were some segments of the population that were 
anti-FBI and that he desired to present the FBI in a proper 
light, and that he had good friends in the Bureau. 

SEIDEL asked, was it necessary to have utilized 
COINTEL. Agent advised that it was difficult to correctly _ 
judge the effect of the program but it was felt it was not 
without some effect because the Black Panther Party had not 
only dwindied from a membership of approximately 1,000 in 
1969 to perhaps 200 in 1973, but that the organization became 
split with dissension and had dropped much of its former 
advocacy for violence. 

SEIDEL then requested that the agent give his 
recommendation on what COINTEL in the future should be; 
whether there should be a division between security and 
Criminal investigations to different agencies in order that © 
a possible intrusion on the rights of an individual in 
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his 
being prosecuted by the Bureau in a criminal matter. Agent 
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ; 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

refused to furnish his “off-thecuff" opinion, pointing 
out that he felt that it was without the scope of his 
release. 

Without further questioning agent concerning the 
types of COINTEL proposals, SEIDEL next asked if the 
Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) on the BPP was in operation 
at the time COINTEL was initiated, and what proposals were 
submitted in COINTEL based on information from ELSUR. 

SEIDEL was advised agent's release would not allow 
him°“to discuss ELSUR. 

SEIDEL asked if: the San Francisco Division had made 
any "snitch" proposals. When asked to clarify the question, 
he stated that this was a suggestion to the effect that a 
Black Panther Party member be accused of being an FBI 
informant. Agent replied that to the best of his recollection 
no such recommendations had been made to the Bureau by San 
Francisco, and on the contrary, agent knew that it had been 
pointed out by San Francisco that any such allegation. should 
be most carefully considered inasmuch as BPP history has 
indicated that they had dealt severely with suspected infor- 
mants, even to the point of killing them. 

SEIDEL then asked if the San Francisco Division 
had received a great deal of "flak" from the Bureau on this 
program. He was advised that the Bureau operates a "tickler 
system" for following investigations and that the program 
had received some priority from the FBI but agent had never 
considered correspondence from the Bureau as being "flak". 

; SEIDEL at this point instead of questioning made 
the statement that the Bureau gave this matter "high DELOErEy: % 
No comment was made to this statement. 

SEIDEL next questioned agent if he had read any 
publicity concerning a May 11, 1970 letter from the Bureau - 

-to San Francisco entitled, "Special Operations Research", in 
which it was suggested that some consideration be given to 
furnishing the BPP spurious documents that supposedly 
originated with the Oakland Police Department and the FBI. 
He explained that some newSpaper had received a copy of the 
document under the Freedom of .Information Act and thereafter 
poe re it. He inquired if a response to the letter 
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had been made by San Francisco. Agent advised that it was 
his recollection that San Francisco had responded recommending 
against both proposals, pointing out that the BrP had in the 
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Police 
Department for a raid on National Headquarters to the 
embarrassment of that agency. San Francisco was of the 
opinion that if spurious documents were furnished to the 
BPP they would immediately publish them, rather than attempt 
to develop an informant and the operation presented a great 

. deal of possible embarrassment and publicity for the Bureau. 

SEIDEL asked for agent's knowledge of why the letter 
had been captioned as previously described rather than 
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. Agent 
stated he had no recollection of exact caption of the letter. 
SEIDEL then went on to explain that he had been advised that 
the Bureau had several COINTELS and the one covering Special 
Operations Research was a COINTEL covering foreign operations. 
Agent made‘no comment. 

SEIDEL requested what proposais had been made to 
disrupt the BPP newspaper; how did the proposals originate, 
and what offices submitted them. He was advised that it was 
agent's recollection that the Bureau may have requested 
suggestions from several offices but that to agent's knowledge 
none had been approved. When SEIDEL continued to questionthe 
agent concerning specific proposals and why their approval 
was not recommended by San Francisco, he was advised that one 
proposal was the use of a foul~smelling chemical to put on 
the paper. San Francisco was of the optnion it would not 

: be practical inasmuch as it would contaminate an airplane 
' and would subject the airline or the printing company to 

Gamages. SEIDEL was further advised that it was believed 
the suggestion may have been made for the changing of a first 
page of an issue at the printing company to embarrass the BPP, 
but it was pointed out that this would also merely result in 

‘a claim being filed against the printer. 

SEIDEL was advised that there may have been a 
suggestion that some thought should be given to the possible 
delay of the plates for the paper, that suggestion coming 
at the time when the paper was being printed in New York 
with the master copy being filmed in San Francisco. San 
Francisco did not suggest approval because a mere delay would 
have been of little benefit because the paper was not timely. 

WW 55160 Docld: 32989641 Page i152 



MW 55160 Ddcld:32989641 Page 153% 

” “ 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

SEIDEL asked about the disruption of the BPP 
Breakfast Program. The answer was given that agent had 
no recollection of this, and SEIDEL was asked did he have 
any information from the Bureau that we had attempted a 
disruption of the program in San Francisco. He related 
that he believed not and that it probably neppence in 
San Diego. 

SEIDEL asked about a suggestion that informants 
set up a possible confrontation between the BPP and the 
Republic of New Africa (RNA). Agent stated he had no 
recollection of such a proposal and did not believe it had 
been submitted by San Francisco because the membership and 
activity in RNA had been minimal in this area. 

SEIDEL then asked 1f we had suggested that landlords 
in the San Francisco area be encouraged to insist on their 
rent from the BPP. Agent advised he had no recollection 
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it. 

SEIDEL inquired as to the amount of knowledge: 
that SAC CHARLES BATES would have had concerning COINTEL. 
He was advised that agent had no information, that he, himself, 
had never discussed the program with Mr. BATES while it was 
in operation. SEIDEL then inquired if former SAC HARRY 
MORGAN had’ been ill during the time he was assigned to San 
Francisco and the reason for his transfer. Agent replied 
he haa@ no information concerning this matter. 

SEIDEL was asked if he felt that anyof the actions 
agent described as being taken by the San Francisco Division 
were illegal. SEIDEL stated that he did not believe that 
these were matters that were in violation of any existing 
criminal statutes, but there might be some question as to 
whether the FBI had the specific authority to do these things. 

SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating 
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was making an 

- inquiry and desired to obtain the: opinions of both Headquarters 
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the 
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release. 
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INTERVIEW OF SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN 

Agent was not placed under oath and when agent 
refused to furnish opinions in those cases noted above or 
to discuss ELSUR, SEIDEL suggested that he, SEIDEL, put 
away his pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not 
necessary. The only right explained to agent was the fact 
that all information furnished by him was at his own 
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made i 
that any part of the interview might be utilized ina 
possible court pEccerasng against the agent. 

Agent did not consult with Bureau representative 
during course of the interview. 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 

INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER \SA ALBERT P. CLARK) BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

On August 13, 1975, former Special Agent Albert P. 
Clark, who was a supervisor in the San Francisco FBI Office 
and who retired in December of 1969, advised as follows: 

He was interviewed in his home at 66 Elm, 
Larkspur, California, by SSC Member Lester B. Seidel from 
5:40 P.M. to 6:55 P.M., August 12, 1975. 

Clark was not placed under oath and no mention 
was made of his rights. However, Seidel was pleasant and 
in no way antagonistic. The interview was general, not 
penetrative, not in depth, and very few specific questions were 
asked. There appeared to be no discernible criticism of 
either the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) or the 
Bureau's investigation of the ee Panther Party (BPP) by 
Seidel. 

Seidel was compelled on more than one occasion 
tc declare that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his 
inguiries was to assist the United States Senate in under- 
Standing the problem in order that they could consider 
possible legislation that may eliminate any abuses in the 
future. 

Seidel did mention the fact several times that 
information had been leaked to the press that Jae Seberg, 
the movie actress, had become pregnant by a BPP official. 

re a LT LL CES 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
“your agency; it and its.contents. are not to. be: distributed .. 
outside your agency. ; 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

. Seidel finally asked Clark if he would have okayed 
.a COINTEL proposal like this and he answered that he would 
have if he felt that it would have sufficiently hindered 
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions 
someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation 
of the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it might 
also cut down on the number of BPP supporters. 

Clatk was asked to whom the main BPP case was 
| assigned and to whom COINTEL had been assigned in the San 

Francisco Division. Clark replied that he did not remember 
but possibly during the time of his supervision, more than 

, one Agent -had handled the matters. 

Seidel asked how many BPP informants the San 
| Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall 

and.:.2 he did not believe that Seidel had a right to know. 

Seidel inquired about the BPP wiretap,. asking 
| who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the San Francisco 

Division. Again, Clark replied that he did not recall but 
the San Francisco Division would not have necessarily 
waited for the Bureau to initiate the matter but might have 
requested the Bureau rather than the Bureau having initiated 
the matter. 

Seidel wanted to have an example of a COINTEL 
‘proposal. He was not given a specific example but general 
conversation was had to the effect that any move that might 
be suggested that would aid the San Francisco Division in 
their investigation of the BPP in determining their 
supporters and financiers and possibly disenchanting those 
individuals might be an example. 

: ae Seidel did not ask Clark whether he had done a 
i particular thing. 

| Questioned concerning whether he felt COINTEL had © 
been effective, Clark replied he did not believe the matter 
was susceptible to proof but the BPP had sure gone into a 
steep decline. : 

4 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK BY 
OSC STAFF MEMBER 

-_ ers A 

Seidel again brought up the Seberg matter and 
asked if it had done any good. Clark stated he replied, 
"Maybe." . 

During this conversation, Clark got the general 
impression that perhaps Seidel did not feel that COINTEL 
had been necessary but Clark had argued that it had made 
the BPP more difficult to operate-and possibly easier 
for the FBI to investigate. 

Seidel then wanted to know what there was about 
the BPP that caused such a concentration of FBI investi- 
gative attention. Clark pointed out that this would have 
to be answered in the context of time, that at the time the 
program was initiated, there was no doubt that the BPP 
was a violent, racist organization opposing ali law enforce- 
ment, attacking officers and generally disturbing the 
tranquility of the community. 

Seidel then went on to discuss the business of 
pressure... Had Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
and the Bureau put too much pressure on the matter? Clark 
stated there was undoubtedly pressure because everyone 
was interested in doing the best type job possible and 
finding out everything possible concerning the BPP. There 
was obvious pressure from the Bureau in the matter and the 
Bureau, in a case like this, could never be satisfied. 
Clark stated that he related that perhaps too much 
pressure had come from the Bureau because he had felt at 
the time he was a supervisor that San Francisco Division 
knew more about the BPP than the Bureau. On the other 
hand, he related that Bureau officials were probably 
under pressure because of the national interest and the 
demands on them in Washington. 

Seidel related that he was interested in ascer- 
taining what Agent would make the best witness to appear 
in Washington to explain and testify concerning COINTEL. 
He specifically requested Clark's recommendation and mentioned 
the names of Special Agents Leo S. Brenneisen of San 
Francisco and Bob Baker of Los Angeles. Clark stated that 
he had countered by suggesting that somebody in Washington 
who directed the program and approved all proposals might 
be a better witness. 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA ALBERT P. CLARK BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

Clark recalled that near the first of the inter- 
view, Seidel probably, more to make conversation than to 
obtain information, asked a few questions concerning US : 
and the Republic of North Africa (RNA). He was advised 
that US had not been active in this division and there had 
been no pertinent RNA activity brought to his attention. 
Seidel asked if Ron Karenga of US had visited San Francisco 
and Clark replied he had no exact recollection of this. 

Seidel talked and asked Clark's opinion on the 
separation into different agencies of the Bureau's criminal 
and security investigations. Clark stated that he told 
Seidel that in the past he had considered this and felt that 
frankly it might have advantages, and at the same time, 
might have disadvantages. He pointed out that the 
disadvantages were that you could not be sure that it, in 
fact, would work and that if you remove the security 
investigations from the Bureau, you would undoubtedly 
lose a great deal, including public support. 

Seidel asked if Clark had worked under former 
SAC Harry Morgan. He advised that he had retired prior to 
the time Morgan was assigned to the San Francisco Division. 

Clark pointed out that during the interview, 24 
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and Seidel 
could, of course, not be sure that it was not in operation, 
although as the duration of the interview lengthened, it 
must have been obvious to Seidel that it was not operating. 
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In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California 

File No. ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED, 
August 14, 1975 HEREIN IS gee 

; ; pateZ/S0/39 _ NOP 2THOLRES 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW QF FORMER SA WILLTAM A. COHENDET) BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

On August 14, 1975, retired. former Special Agent - 
William A. Cohendet was interviewed from 9:30 A.M. to 
11:15 A.M. by.Lester B. Seidel, Investigator for athe eo: 
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activit4s“(Ssc). 
The interview took place at the Holi iday inn on Van Ness 
Avenue, San Francisco. 

Mr. Seidel mentioned that he was serving as a 
counsel for the SSC, investigating all phases of the United 
States intelligence community, and he had chosen the Black 
Panther Darty and the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) 
as his field. He stated that he was hoping for fuil 

_ cooperation on the part of the former Special Agent. 

He was advised that former Special Agent Cohendet 
was Willing: to cooperate with the committee and he trusted 
that something constructive would come cut of the effort 
being put forward. Former Special Agent. Cohendet also 
pointed out that in his opinion the Black Panther Party (BPP) 
had been a group devoted to violence, thievery, and fraud, 
and the committee should realize the type of Subjects with 
whom they are dealing in order to place the investigation 
in its proper framework. 

The first question concerned the former Special 
Agent's background and Bureau service. This was briefly. 
furnished. a 

Seidel then asked — and how the technical 
surveillances had been installed, who initiated them, end 
who approved them. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor con 
of the FBI. ft is the property of the FBI and is loan 
your agency; it and its contents are not to.be distribu 
outside your agency. 
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; The former Special Agent replied that he was 7 
i not party to any of these arrangements and did not know  ¥§ 
| any of the details. | ia 

| Seidel then asked if former Special Agent 
: Cohendet knew the origin and purposes of the COINTEL 

Program. He was informed that the former Agent did not 
know the origin of the program, and said he believed its 
purposes were those as set forth in the instructions which 
Seidel had and which spoke for themselves. The former 
Agent admitted that said program at one time had been 
assigned to him but due. to the press of other functions, 

| he had been unable to give it a great deal of time and 
! felt that during the period that it had been assigned to 
| him, it had been largely ineffective. . 
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Seidel then asked if there was any connection 
between ELSUR and COINTEL and the reply was given that 
obviously there would be if the ELSUR material being 
reviewed could be considered as having any pertinence to. 

! a COINTEL operation. However, former Special Agent Cohendet 
! could not recall having used this material while the case 
| was assigned to him, at least to any Significant degree. : 

Not having the files available made it impossible to . 
state positively if there had been any specific instance sf «s= 
of this material. 
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Seidel asked as to the possible effectiveness of 
anonymous letters and he was informed that in the opinion 
of the former Agent, such letters, particularly having to 

. da with personal infidelity or thievery, which were the 
usual suggested avenues, would have little effect on the 

- recipients who were active in such fields themselves much 
of the time. In the more serious areas of perhaps trying E 
to falsely show that an individual was an FBI or police 
informant, the former Special Agent said that the use of 
this technique would not be used for fear of causing bodily 
harm or death to an innocent person due to the well-known 
propensity of the BPP of dealing ene with any Suspected . 
deviator let alone informant. , 
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET BY 
beC STAFF MEMBER 

Seidel then asked as to the value of ELSUR to 
the BPP investigation and the former Special Agent stated 
that in his belief it was extremely valuable in many ways. 
For instance, it assisted and gauged the true Huey Newton, 
his plans, and weaknesses. It was also valuable in esti- 

‘mating the possible effect of a certain COINTEL program 
as possibly suggested by some other office. As a result - 

- Of their information, the San Francisco Office usually 
‘rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful. 

Seidel wondered if ELSUR was not the most 
valuable, single investigative aid that the Bureau had had 
in this investigation, and the former Special Agent agreed 
that he was probably correct. 

Seidel then wondered if the COINTEL proposals 
should be vart of some legislation proposed by Congress 
and the former Special Agent replied that the Bureau 
officials, in his cpinion, should be allowed to comment 
on this because the fact that the program would be ineffective 
against the BPP might not be a valid argument that it would 
not work to better advantage in other circumstances. 

Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to 
comment on the effectiveness of COINTEL as used against 
the Socialist Workers Party, not peveng had any experience 
With its use in that field. . 

Seidel then asked about informants and asked if 
there had been any pressure from the Bureau in the develop- 
ment of such sources. Former Special Agent Cohendet 
acknowledged that there certainly had been great pressure 
in this direction, as it was well known that informants were 
a necessary part of any investigation and a police organi- 
gation can never give up on this phase of its work no matter 
how difficult the circumstances were in their development. 
In the case of the BPP, the development of informants was 
particularly difficult because of the fear that many persons 
in the black community felt concerning the BPP as well as 
the lack of desire to cooperate against another black 
person. eo | 
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET BY 
osC STAFF MEMBER 

Seidel asked about foreign funds being raised 
and given to the BPP, and former Special Agent Cohendet | 
recalled that "Masai" Hewitt and others went to. Sweden 
and other countries where the BPP raised money on speech 
making tours. 

Seidel then asked about any investigation of 
BPP funds and former Special Agent Cohendet said that it 
was his recollection that investigation of BPP funds had 
been undertaken through legal channels but he had no 
personal knowledge of the investigation and declined to 
go further into this field. 

. Seidel asked about referrals of Bureau information 
to the Internal Revenue Service and former Special Agent 
Cohendet said that he had no personal knowledge of what 
had been done in this direction. 

Seidel then asked about the affair between 
Actress Jean Seberg and “Masai" Hewitt, which had appeared 
in a Hollywood gossip column and had alleged that Seberg 
had become pregnant by Hewitt. Seidel said that the Los 
Angeles Office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation had 
admitted leaking this information to someone in the press. 

e 
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Former Special Agent Cohendet knew that this 
couple had been lovers for a brief period but denied any 
knowledge of any leak to ae press by either San Francisco 
ox Los Angeles. 

vv 
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“Seidel asked if the former Agent thought that 
Leaking this type of information was appropriate. No 
comment was offered as to this question. 

Seidel, at the conclusion of the interview, said 
that he had noted that the “faking" of police records as 
suggested had never been undertaken and he observed that he 
believed the COINTEL abuses were being overplayed by the 

‘press. From what he learned in interviews in San Francisco, 
it seemed to him that the program had been mostly played 
down and indeed, an independent judgment had been HeKCeeeSSe 
in the implementation of the program. 
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INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

A general discussion of the BPP ensued in which 
former Special Agent -Cohendet reiterated the criminal 
background and threatening attitude of many of the BPP 
members, their mendacious wayS, and their lack of credi- 

_ bility im their public statements. The former Special 
Agent credited the news media with helping to build up 4 
the BPP beyond its actual strength and influence. 

Seidel asked about the former Agent's knowledge o? go ee, 
for the removal of former SAC Harry Morgan from San : f 
Francisco. He said the only reason he was asking this 
ouestion was in order to avoid embarrassing former SAC 
Morgan when he interviews him concerning his possible 
knowledge of BPP activities sometime in the future. Former 
Special Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to why 
Mr. Morgan was transferred. 

ryt 5 

In summation, Seidel ventured the opinion that he 
thought the ELSUR technique was far moré valuable in the 
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the 
COINTEL. Formex Special Agent Cohendet had to agree 
to the above observation. 

Former Special Agent Cohendet was not advised 
of any rights that he might have in declining to answer 
any questions and Seidel said he was actually seeking 
witnesses for a possible hearing in Washington, D.C. He 
stated that no names would be mentioned in any write- up _ 

‘he would make concerning his interviews. Tie 

my 7 : ra EPEAT IIE WOVE SIRS TAS HELE SIT EI OPO 

a 

. 

+ tate mM, _ ret near sti PMI SEED 

oN re ha ai 

coh yeseys 

Panny MAE BED CO RE SMS 

5% 

BSC TedNi rss Page 163 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

In Reply, Please Refer to San Francisco, California 
File No. -¢ 

3. 20 August 13, 1975 

gs ae ee 
ah eB U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 

oe wy, ox INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

X 4 \ | a alle INTERVIEW OF FORMER (SA DAVID E. TODD 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBER ~— 

On August 12, 1975, retired former SA David E. Todd 
was interviewed from 1:00 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. by Lester B. Seidel, 
Investigator for the SSC. The interview took place at the 
Holiday Inn, San Francisco. 

By way of background, in all contacts with Seidel 
previously, former SA Todd has indicated to him great reluctance 
to discuss these matters without clearance from the Bureau, 
and pointed out to Seidel that the Bureau had released former. ; 
SA Todd from the Employment Secrecy Agreement for the purpose 
of a staff interview, but Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
did not think it was either his responsibility or his prerogative 
to provide information or make information public; that while 
employed he was acting as an Agent of the Federal Government 
and felt it was the responsibility of the Federal Government to 
provide the information, and that.if the Senate Committee 
desired information from former SA Todd, the questions should 

' have been submitted to him in writing, and his answers should 
have been made in writing and first forwarded to the FBI, and 
then after the FBI determined it advisable to make these answers 

MW 55160 Docld:32989641 - 

available to the Committee, that would have been the proper 
channel. | 

Seidel pointed out the Committee and the Bureau had 
made an agreement whereby the Bureau would make Agents available 
to the Committee for interview. Former SA Todd pointed out to 
Seidel that he is not in the category of an Agent, being a 
retired Agent, and at this point there was no additional discussion 
on this matter. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions’ of 

the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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Seidel was also told that nothing that was said by 
former SA Todd should be interpreted as being critical of 
the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) itself, and that if 
the Bureau felt that such a Program was necessary in the interest 
of national defense, he had carried it out in the best way he 
saw fit, and that in recommending against specific proposals 
as being impractical or inadvisable, these recommendations were 
against the specific incidents recommended and not against the 
Program as a whole. 

Seidel's first questions dealt with former SA Todd's 
background and the extent of his Bureau service, and whether 
he had worked security or criminal matters. Former SA Todd 
gave him chronologically the offices in which he had served 
in the Bureau, and stated he had been associated from 1952 to 
1956 with the Domestic Intelligence Division, Washington, D.C., 
and had become Supervisor in San Francisco in December, 1969, 
of the Black Panther Party (BPP), and that during his Bureau 
career he had worked both criminal and security matters. 

Seidel asked the name of the squad which was originally 
the Racial Squad, and subsequently changed to Extremist Matters, 
and he asked whether the work was strictly intelligence, or 
whether it combined intelligence or criminal work. It was 
pointed out Bombing Matters were originally being handled on 
this Squad for a period of time, and that both the criminal 
activities of the Panthers, as well.as intelligence activities, 
were combined in the assignment. ) 

Seidel then asked when the technical surveillances on 
the Panthers were installed. Former SA Todd replied that they 
were functioning at the time he was appointed Supervisor. Seidel 
then asked how was the technical surveillance related to the 
COINTEL, if at all, and specifically whether information coming 
from the technical surveillance was used in carrying out the 
COINTEL. Former SA Todd advised that he Could not recall 
specifically what was done in either Program without reviewing 
the files and comparing the information therein with the source. 
Seidel seemed very interested in this, but actually the question 
could not be answered on the basis of recollection alone, and 
was not. 
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Seidel then asked how would the Panther COINTEL 
be defined with regard to aims, techniques and results. The 
answer to this was that the aims were to counter generally the 
revolutionary objectives and activities of the Panthers. The 
question concerning techniques was left unanswered, and as 
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not 

a feel there had been any great results from the Program as it was 
pursued in the San Francisco Office, but he could not speak 
for the rest of the Program as far as the Bureau is concerned. 

Seidel asked whether the Agents working the criminal 
aspects of the BPP received information that was received from 
a technical source, and he was told procedures by which 
information had been routed to them in their cases, and that at 
the time we operated these technical surveillances, we felt they 
had been installed lawfully, and that the information received 
could be used. 

! Seidel asked whether there was a great deal of pressure 
put on the San Francisco Office for the development of informants. 
He was told yes, that informants were the backbone of good law 
enforcement and the Bureau constantly urged better informant 

| coverage. 

| Seidel asked if there had been similar pressure placed 
on the office in the COINTEL, and former SA Todd replied that 

: he did not feel that any great pressure had been put on the 
office to carry out this Program, but that the Bureau had recom~- 
mended the Program, however, had left it up to the office 
pretty much as to how it should be carried out. 

a Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful 
in causing dissenfion within the Party. Former SA Todd told 
him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective 
in any way, and that causing disservion had not been a primary 
objective of the Program in the San Francisco Office, and that 
the policy had been to use the Program for primarily two 
purposes: 1) for the purpose of developing informants by. 
attempting to dissuade them from their loyalties to the Party; 

| and 2) to make representations to Panthers for whom outstanding 
arrest warrants had been issued in order to flush them out so 
they could be apprehended. 

Docld:32999641 Page 166 
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Seidel asked specifically about the COINTEL involving 
the Breakfast Program, and was told a recommendation had been 
made for putting some kind of contamination in the Breakfast 
Program food, and that this office had felt this extremely 
inadvisable and recommended against it, and it was not carried 
out here. 

Former SA Todd was also asked about a COINTEL 
proposal relating to "The Black Panther" newspapers, and was 
told that such a proposal had been made involving saturating 
the papers with a foul smelling fish oil or some substance, 
however, we recommended against this as it would serve no purpose. 

Seidel was advised that the San Francisco policy had 
been to recommend against harassment, per se, and also recommended 
against leaking information to the press. Seidel then raised 
the question about the incident where Huey P. Newton's high 
Standard of living was given to the press, and he was told 
that this fell into the category of informant development on 
the basis it was felt that if those Panthers who were living 
practically in poverty could realize what Neyton's standards 
of living were, it might change their allegignce to him and 
they could be contacted for informant purposes. 

Seidel was also told that in this phase of the 
COINTEL, it was former SA Todd's recollection that this infor- 

: mation regarding Newton's high standard of living had been 
: disseminated by informants, and that the press was well aware 

of Newton's standards of living without having to make this 
information available to them. 

: Seidel asked what the instructions had been from the 
Bureau in carring out the COINTEL. Former SA Todd told Seidel 
that he had reviewed this file after being appointed Supervisor, 
but could not recall -specifically what the Bureau instructions 
were. The only other instructions: received were at a two day 
conference in Washington, D.C., on BPP matters conducted by 
former Assistant to the Director William Sullivan, and Section 
Chief George Moore, at which time it was pointed out that the 
Bureau desired the COINTEL to be coordinated with the Bureau, 
but that former SA Todd did not recall any firm prohibition against 
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taking certain actions without Bureau authority, and that the 
field had some leeway in what they did, but, in general, offices 
made proposals to the Bureau with copies to San Francisco 
prior to taking any action. Seidel asked why San Francisco 
got copies of all proposals, and was told this was because 
San Francisco was office of origin in the BPP case and other 
offices were required to furnish a copy of all correspondence. 

Seidel then asked to what extent Special Agent in 
Charge Charles W. Bates had knowledge of the COINTEL as it 
related to the BPP, and he was told that former SA Todd could 
not speak for Bates and his knowledge ‘would be dependent upon 
how carefully he read incoming mail and reviewed files, and 
former SA Todd had no knowledge as to what extent Bates did this. 

Seidel was told that under the supervisory setup in the 
office at the time, former SA Todd felt it was his responsibility 
to direct this Program in San Francisco and not Bates. 

Seidel indicated that out of his investigation in the 
hearings, undoubtedly there would be some legislation coming 
out of Congress that would either enable or prohibit such 
things as the COINTEL, and he stated that was one reason he 
was asking concerning its effectiveness, and wondered what former 
SA Todd would recommend. Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
felt it essential that the Government should have the right to 

; defend itself against individuals and groups who advocate 
violent revolution or who are aligned with foreign powers, 
and that there was a need for some sort of legislation within 
the framework of constitutional government which would enable 
the government to do this; but, of course, it should be done 
under. proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what 
sort of control, and was told that this was a matter for 
Congress to decide, but perhaps Congress should look into some 
legislation similar to wiretap legislation, where the responsi- 
bility is upon a Federal judge to issue a warrant. 

Former SA Todd had prepared a brief summary of what 
he recalled of the activities of the BPP, and he made a copy of 
this available to Seidel. Former SA Todd also had made a 
chronology to assist him in answering questions, together with 
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some notes concerning COINTEL policy, former SA Todd's general 
ee of matters, questions' of law regarding agent - 
principzs! privileged information problems, ongoing litigation 
and national defense, and informants and sources. Seidel asked 
for a copy of this chronology and this, too, was given to him. 

Seidel expressed great interest in receiving the one 
page summary of the Panthers' activities, and stated that he 
had chosen the Panthers for a case study, and he seemed more 
interested in this than in the COINTEL. He also indicated that 
there might be future interviews and that former SA Todd might 
be called as a witness before the Committee at a later date. 

At the outset of the interview, Seidel asked whether 
former SA Todd desired his rights be read to him. Former 
SA Todd told him that since he did not interpret this as a 
custodial interview, and it was his understanding Seidel had no 
police power, that he could forego reading the rights. 

Former SA Todd did not feel it was necessary to 
consult with a Bureau representative at this time. 

The above information was furnished by former SA Todd 
voluntarily and was not solicited. 

6# 
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Approximate 
Dates _ 

Dec. 1969 Designated supervisor. Reviewed Cointelpro file, 
No recollection of any actions by S, F. in file. a 

Feb, 1970 Conference in Washington, D.C. Briefed on Baltimore 
Black Panther murder. Cointelpro discussed, 

May 1970 Cointelpro letter. Suggestion rejected by S. F, 
Aug 1970 Marin Court shootout: (Jonathan Jackson-Judge Haley) 
Aug 1970 . Cleaver released from prison, . Bo 

Jan 1971 Letters to Algeria to vrovoke Cleaver to returm to 
U. S. so arrest could be effected. 

Feb 1971 Newton becomes Supreme Commander, Cleaver expelled. 

March 197 1- Robert Webb murder. 

Aoril 1971 Sam Napier murder. 
April 1971 Two new York police officers wounded, 
May 1971 Four New York police officers murdered. 

August 1971 George Jackson killed in prison breek attempt. 
August 1971 Officer Kowalski murder attempt - Washington & Bottom arrest 
August 1971 DS. “.: Ingleside Station attack « Officer Young murdered, 

Dec, 1971 Retired, . 

" COINTELPRO: Recommended against many proposals, 
Approved recommendation to try to induce Cleaver 

to return to U. 5S, 
.. Would have approved actions to persuade Panthers 

- to cnange loyalty from Party and become informants, but 
cannot recall any specific ones, 

Would not have aporoved any proposals Solely for 
harrassment or for leaking information to press; there 
mst have been some bona fide investigative purpose 
behind proposal before considering it,.- : 

RECOLLECTION: Recall only generalities, Requested if could review 
Bureau files vorior to interview. This was denied, 
Cannot testify with any specificity without review 
of files, 

AGENT~PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: Sensitive techniques 
; Informants & Sources 

Ongoing Investigations 
Foreign Intelligence 
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Ongoing litigation: Panthers v, FBI & IRS, USDC, S. Fe Civil rights, 

National Defense: Documents reviewed were classified, 
. Does executive branch have right to defend 

nation against advocates of revolution (public 
interest issue), 

Informants & sources: Cannot revéal. (Includes information 
that might reveal identity.) wn 

provide or 
Neither my responsibility nor my vrerogative oe this information 
public. I was acting as an agent of the Federal government, and it’: 
is responsibility of government to provide the information 

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in 
writing should be forwarded to FBI end if FBI deems it advisable 
to make these answers available to Committee, that should be 
proper channel. | 
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rer mg the investigMPon of the Black Panther 
Nationel Defense matter. Information on file points to colla-~ 
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Throughout the two-year period in which I supervised 
the investigation there were strong liaisons between Black Panthers 
and dissident groups abroad as well as with the governments of 
foreign nations. The Black Panthers had support and/or branches 
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and were international in 
Scope, Eldridge Cleaver, wanted on felony warrants, had been 
granted asylum in Algeria and with his entourage was residing 
in a villa provided by the Algerian government, During this 
period he made at least one trip to- Hoscow, Russia, Several 
Black Panthers travelled to Cuba, Huey Newton, in 1971, travelled 
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Kong at the invitation ‘ 
of the,Chinese government at a time when the United States had 
no divbh)aatic relations with them, 

At the time I began serving as supervisor in late 1969, 
the Black Panther Party was under co-leadershiv of Huey Newton, 
then confined to vrison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living. 
in exile in Algeria, The Black Panther Party, both in the news- 
paper it oublished weekly at San Francisco, and in public statements 
by its officers and leaders, advocated violent revolution; it 
published instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use 
of weapons, and vrinted detailed drawings and instructions on 
the manufacture of bombs and explosive devices, and it agitated 
openly for the murder of police officers, The term "off the 
pigs, which means "kill the police," was a Black Panther catch. 
phrase, The history of the Black Panther Party during the period 
I acted es suvervisor is replete with incidents of murder, violence 
ang inciting to revolution, The revolutionary quotation of Mao- 
Tse-Tung, "Political vower grows out of the barrel of a gun," 
became a Black Panther motto, 

Sometime in early 1971 a Ssvlit occurred in the Black 
Panther. Party. Huey Newton, following his release from prison 
in 1970, gained control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley, 
California, and he broke openly with Zldridge Cleaver, publicly 
expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party. ‘The - 
Newton faction thereafter gradually took a more moderate approach, 

' advocating social change through comnunity service in place of its 
prior profile of violence. Wo change was noted in the policies of 
the Cleaver faction directed from Algiers, and it continued to 
advocate violent revolutions; it began publication in New York 
of its own newsSpaver proclaiming itSrevolutionary policies; and 
followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of 
violence, . 

The following crimes of violence attributed to the Cleaver 
faction of the Black Panthers have been documented in the. book "Target 
Blue," by former Deputy Police Commissioner Robert Daley of New York 
City (Dell Publishing Co., Ine., 1973): 

Ambush attacks against police officers which resulted in 7 
7 officers murdered, 3 wounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, which 
led to the solution of tne other cases and established these attacks 
to be a nationwide conspiracy; and the murder of two Newton-faction 
Black Panthers. | | qt 
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ae, f L = Mr. Daly ! eee. ale ae 

Spec! Any. 

Training 

~- ie 
supyedr: SENSTUDY . 78 

Tage Se ee eae ~ ‘ 
hee Telephone Rm. — 

Director Sec’y __ 

Memorandum 8/12/75 from Mr. Cregar to Mr. Wannall 
. outlined discussions. between the Bureau,. the Department ‘and 
. the Senate Select Committee concerning the protection of in- 
dividuals. to’'whom we have incurred an obligation to protecting 

. their identity and/or relationship with the FBI as related to 
COINTELPRO documents. Prior to furnishing copies of Bureau 
documents relating to COINTELPRO, we were excising the iden- 
tities of individuals to whom we had incurred an obligation to 
protect their identity and/or relationship with the FBI and the 
Committee complained that this was not ‘in line with the agreed yy. 

. upon procedures. 

- Pursuant to the instructions of the Deputy. Attorney 
General, an attempt was made at reaching a compromise concerning Fr 
this matter. As part of the compromise, it was suggested that © ed 
a certain number of these individuals whose name had been deleted fi 

. be furnished to the Senate Select Committee representatives for 
their interview by the Committee. 

As a result of the preliminary discussions, SA Daly 
of this Division was advised on 8/15/75. by Steven Blackhurst © 
that the Attorney General had met with Senator Church on the 

. evening of 8/14/75 and Church had agreed that the Committee 
would attempt a limited number of interviews of people whose ’ 
identities and/or relationship with the Bureau had been pro- 
tected. As a condition precedent ‘to interview, the Bureau was 

. to. be allowed to. contact :the proposed interviewees to inform 
_ them of the proposed interview to determine whether the inter- 
. viewee was “receptive to such an ane o. 4 =L35 

eat (ll 2 ie #” re JL? 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINER 
ST 109 

Dane Dilel 0 ee assay REC-37 SoU Boi 
DATE [pile 0 CONTINUED - OVER 

+ 

CST Eeyore ee 
ee oo egret | Na 

Gay AD Vo pe \ 
7 9SEP 1719/5 



Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
RE: SENSTUDY 

On 8/18/75, SA Daly was telephonically advised by 
John T. ELLiff£f, Task Force Director of the Domestic Intel- 

. Ligence Task Force of the Senate Select Committee, that” 
Senator Church had reconsidered his agreement with the 
Attorney General to the aforementioned procedures and had 
drafted a letter to the Attorney General stating that these 
procedures were not acceptable to. the Committee. EILLiff 
stated Church was not ‘in town on this date and that ‘Church 

.had not as yet signed a letter in line with the above but he > 
anticipated such a letter to be signed and furnished the De- 
partment ‘and the Bureau in the immediate future. EL1Liff 
stated Church's. change in position in this matter was 
occasioned by arguments advanced by. the Senate Select Com- 
mittee Staff Members that this procedure was. contrary to 

. established procedures. 

~ RECOMMENDATION : 

Action. Information. 

Upon veneipt oF Gojey | . 

of Senator OC huneh’s p’ 5 

Vettae vt will be er 

Qual sad ana ee cammenda tons 

wt \{ bk, suebmitt Qa. ‘ 

we) 
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a ; 1 Assoc. Dir 
: : Dep. -A, D ~Adm,_. 

/ ERAL BUREAD OF INVESTIGATION | Dep-A.D.-Inv,___ 
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION a 

os Ee | Coan Syst. _ 

SEP 0.8 1975 | =z 

TELETYPE . NR 093 AX CODE 

6220 PM URGENT SEPT. 8, 1975 VAN 

TOs os OR (@- 116395) 

, WZ 
Laboratory 

f Plan. & Eval, __ 
| Spee. Iny. 
: Training 

| Legal Coun, 
j Telephone Rm, __ § 
Director See’y ~_f 

FRO SLEXANDRIA (662 17) 

eter Da 
RE ALEXANORIA TELEPHONE CALL TO SAN DIEGO, SEPTEMBER 8, 

19.75 AND BUREAU NITEL , SEPTEMBER 5, 1975¢_ 

*. THIS with. 00 NFIRM REFERENCED TELEPHONE CALL IN WHICH 

SAN ‘DIEGO was ad ViSeD THAT FORMER EMPLOYEE , THOMAS E/ BISHOP, ( = 

RESIDES £7417 RA NCISCO DRIVE, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA, 92128. 
cD 

=f END. ; 

Co ALL id beter CONTAINED 
HOLD HERBIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
= of DATE (DIL By pasty 
Cie 
“S 

pie 
aw ST 109 

pege37 Le 3 757 03Y 

a 
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- e 
1 —- Mr. J. A. Mintz 

CODE | veterype 4s} ~ Mr. W. OR. Wanpedde 

TO SACS MIAMI SEPTEMBER 5, 1975 
NEW YORK 

FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395) ; ae - _ en 
ans e e { 

°C stwsrut ENSTUDY 75,' BUDED SEPTEMBER 8, 1975. 1 - Mr. J. T. Aldhizer 

-REMMAIRTEL MAY 23, 1966, NYAIRTELS MAY 18, 1965, MAY 28, (\ 

| 1965, AND NYLET JULY 29, 1965, ALI CAPTIONED "MARTIN LUTHER - 

KING, JR., SECURITY MATTER - C," MIAMI FILE 100-15079, : 

NEW YORK FILE 100-136585. 

THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED ACCESS TO 

5 & . ALL MEMORANDA AND OTHER MATERIALS WHICH RELATE TO ELECTRONIC 7 

ce as Q] SURVEILLANCE OF DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING BY STATE AND LOCAL N 
ES: a ri > CAGENG IES OR GOVERNMENTS. q 

; «2 ee REFERENCED COMMUNICATIONS INDICATE THAT THE DADE COUNTY af 

ey SHERIFF'S OFFICE, MIAMI, FLORIDA, AND THE NEW YORK CITY POLICE | 5 

Tea DEPARTMENT USED ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE EQUIPMENT IN THEIR f 

=, ia COVERAGE OF DR. KING. 5 
SES a 

IN ORDER FOR FBIHQ TO BE ABLE TO RESPOND TO THE SSC REQUEST 2 

IT WILL BE NECESSARY FOR MIAMI AND NEW YORK TO CONTACT APPRO- 

PRIATE OFFICIALS OF THE DADE comrmepenriy 4 OFFICE AND THE 
Me [1G 276 (FA 

NEW YORK CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT AND ADVISE THEM OF THE SSC 
Assoc. Dir. " BERT eae eecanOees 

Dep. AD Adm. — 

Dep. nv. ec 1 - 100-106670 (King) : son 1Z SEP 10 1975 
Admin. 

| Comp. Syst. ae . =, ge eae eel pee baa a 

ex. ates STAr pad /ashhl 1% ~ fat SEE NOTE PAGE TWO 1.7) ~~ 
Files & Com. — (8) : “ . A ; i } oa 

Gen. Inv. \ na : 

Ident. ; : \ b ss 

Inspection my, - +" 4 (iM s Ls cw 3s ‘ \ : : Ss 

Intell. ae ON gp 
! Laboratory ¥ - . ey (: . Wi 7 f 

: Plan. & Eval, — 975 2 a9 fe ; fy 

| Spee. Inv. —7 o D> _ —o ‘ee Le 
| Training ——_< SEI i ( ; rate ri wo eae - : CLEA 

Legal Coun. Ae aa eer eh Ne 

Telephone Rm. P 

Dire stog Sec’y __ MAIL ROOM Eel TELETYPE UNIT 
wy anos DociId: 3298064 e iT6é 

Ps 
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PAGE TWO 62-116395 

REQUEST. SECURE THEIR COMMENTS RELATIVE TO: WHETHER 

THEY HAVE ANY OBJECTION TO OUR RELEASING TO SSC THE MATERIAL 

FROM THEM CONTAINED IN REFERENCED COMMUNICATIONS, WHICH WOULD 

DISCLOSE THAT THEY USED ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCES IN THEIR 

COVERAGE OF KING, THEY SHOULD BE APPRISED OF THE FACT 

EVEN IF FBIHQ DOES NOT VOLUNTARILY SUPPLY REQUESTED 

INFORMATION, SSC MAY SUBPOENA FBI RECORDS. 

EXPEDITE AND SUBMIT BY TELETYPE IN THE ABOVE CAPTION, 

ATTENTION INTD, W. O. CREGAR, BY CLOSE OF BUSINESS SEPTEMBER 8, 

1975. 

END 

NOTE: 

Pursuant to a request from the Senate Select Committee 
(SSC), Bureau files were reviewed and Specific information 
pertinent to the above question was discovered. 

Communications from New York and Miami disclose that both 
the Dade County Sheriff's Office and New York City Police 
Department used clectronic Surveillance equipment in their 
coverage of Hartin Luther King. 

Headquarters conSiders it appropriate and necessary to 
have New York and Miami contact the local agencies involved for 
their poSition regarding possible disclosure and release of 
information pertaining to their electronic surveillance coverage 
of King to the SSC. 



L a Mr. W. O. Cregar 

1 - Mr. Jd. P. Thomas 
CODE TELETYPE NITED 

TO A Cae, SEPTEMBER 3, 1975 

AT TA 

JACKSON 
Tt CHMOND 

te FROM DIRECTOR (62~116395) 
eo ( SENSTUDY 75- 

ENATH SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED IDENTITIES 

OF ALL SUPERVISORS AND COORDINATORS FOR WHITE HATE COINTELPROS 

FOR 1964 THROUGH 1971 IN RECIPIENT OFFICES « 

BY NITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975; TO ATTENTION INTD, 

W. O. CREGAR; FURNISH IDENTITIES OF SUCH PERSONNEL AND DATES 

OF PERTINENT COINTEL ASSIGNMENTS. IF INDIVIDUAL IS STILL 

ASSIGNED TO YOUR OFFICE, SO STATE. 

END ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNC ae 0 : 

JPT:en ew DATE Ly lez 
(4) 

NOTE : 

Above based on SSC request dated 8/26/75, Part I, 

item 9, deadline 9/12/75. ST i09 

iW SEP 10 1975 
Rie.37. 

Assoc. Dir. 

Dep. AD. Adm. — 

Dep. AD Inv. — 
wr ne 

Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. —————_— e. utte Shean’: Ka 

Comp. Syst. —— ‘4 
F 

a te = canals TOHS Se ar is - ie 

Files & Com. — ae ee Ws a 

Gen. Inv. ‘ SE: 3 - ey ‘Wi ry a | , 

Ident. 
/ j ; 

Inspection _.__ S if ; 
s ue 

Intell. £, elias ¥ sy, 8 
a [. &, i 

Laboratory Ti = Bt 4 a aye 
es . ae 

Plan. & Eval. — 
a iy 

Spec. Inv. __ GS See 

‘4 

Tait —oep 4 11075 407 
. . sess 

Director Se@’y MAIL ROOM(__] TELETYPE one, | GPO : 1975 O — . 
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CODE TELETYPE NITEL 

TO BOSTON SEPTEMBER 3, 1975 
CHACAGO 
DETROIT 
OS ANGELES 
EWARK 

NEW YORK 
. r SAN DIEGO 
gy SAINT LOUIS 

FROM DIRECTOR (62-116395) 
Uf a 

‘““ SENSTUDY 75. } 

VL SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) HAS REQUESTED IDENTITIES OF 

ALL SUPERVISORS AND COORDINATORS FOR NEW LEFT AND BLACK EXTRE~ 
Se ee aie a ansaid ‘re seeming 

MIST COINTELPROS FOR 1967 THROUGH 1971 IN RECIPIENT OFFICES. 
seventy ns pattie DONAITAOS 

BY NITEL SEPTEMBER 5, 1975; ATTENTION INTD, W. 0. CREGAR; 

FURNISH IDENTITIES OF SUCH PERSONNEL AND DATES OF PERTINENT 

COINTELPRO ASSIGNMENTS. IF INDIVIDUAL IS STILL ASSIGNED TO 

YOUR OFFICE, SO STATE. Pa 
ie ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

HEREIN If UNCLASSIFIED 
DA 

JPTs:pal eal ae : oy 

(4) 

NOTE: 

Above based on SSC request dated 8/26/75, Part I, item 8, 

Assoc. Dir. 

deadline 9/12/75. 

BT 109 a 
os ue e ‘i y, et (64 | 

Dep. AD Adm. — | ly pe LE L mic? » x 

eee a REG-37 a : 

ee 2 SEP 101975 Admin. 

Comp. Syst. —— 
fi. Rea ee aang oper es on 1. Ext. Affairs —— ee 3 eee os ON tie iy Feces Pen iNet he do aes ee 

Files & Com. — Copa laa Ce Ht, ae “+ . 
| 

Gen. Inv. | CAs Gis SECON eat aide - | 

i a Sh . oe ‘ % re : : 2 | 

nspecti Ca “, - 7 7 . 

Intell. * ne 21875 pee ge -s a 
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Legal Co OEP 4 7 1975 we 
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4-312 (Rev. 12-11-73) 

# 

‘ 

- 

Date of Mail 9/2/75 

Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room of Records Section. 

ALLINFORMATION CONTAINED 
HERBINIS U GASSED Dae one erage acall 

See File 66-2554-7530 for authority. 

i 

Subject JUNE MAIL SENSTUDY '75 

Removed By 7 OSEP 17 19/6, 

File Number __ 62-116395-630 

Permanent. Serial Charge Out. 
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a) 
ree 

4 FBI 

Date: 8/29/75 

Shai mameaiaeamaeais 

Transmit the following in 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Vi AIRTEL ATRMATL | 
Ue 

(Priority) | 

gg a pee gem Re Nc ag a i Goh att ote 

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395) 
ATTENTION: BUREAU SUPERVISOR THOMAS F. HOWARD, 

ROOM 4052, HOOVER BUILDING 

INED _FROM: SAC, JACKSON (62-496) (C) aL INFORMATIONCONTA : 
fa sie NEREIN ile Le ao Gy apse 
N.SENSTUDY 75 = * DATE 
BUDED 8729775 | 

Re telephone call from Bureau Supervisor THOMAS F. 
HOWARD to Jackson Division Supervisor L. C. BUTEAU, 8/25/75; 
telephone call from Bureau Supervisor HOWARD to SA FRANK B. jf, 
WATTS, 8/27/75, and Bureau teletype to Jackson, dated 8/25/75, \| / 
concerning information requested by the U. S. Senate Select “i 
Committee to study governmental operations with respect to | 
intelligence activities. Bureau Supervisor HOWARD, in i 
referenced telephone calls, requested certain information, 
namely: 

Item #1. All materials reflecting contacts and 
reports of contacts (and the substance 
thereof) by the and/or among the FBI, the 
Meridian, Miss., or Jackson, Miss., Police 
and A. I. BOTNICK SFr 96} 99/1/67 to 3/31/70. 

Item #2. All materials reflecting contacts between 
ace and TOM HENDRICKS, from 5/1/68 to 
8 3 68. r j / a ._ ff 

REC-37 b2 DE Se Eee 
Item #3. All materials reflecting the information “VW "' 

supplied by, and Bureau supervision of the 
handling of, ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS, RAYMOND 
ROBERTS and GORDON CLARK, known to the 
Senate Select gy 97 to oe... 

: informants, from to 8 ° 

J&e ED LON Cael ore brserend rte Cseeff ool dove re SED 10 1975 
2-- Bureau (RM) Bqitpze PPO Ais trvrpect ng pepper lek eope ) oY bapeet + ) ree perenne phi 
1 - Jackson ( Se 
FBW:bal Te 
3 ( ) 6) 

ep: 
79° Ly 
Approved: WI f) 7 SONG a eM. «Per po 

Special Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574 
WW 35160 Docid: 32989641 Page i681 



JN 62-496 

Item #4. A synopsis of the main files only contained 
in the Jackson indices regarding THOMAS 
ALBERT TARRANTS, IIL, AND KATHLEEN MADLYN 
AINSWORTH. 

Enclosures are being submitteds: - : so Ccer ho 2 of 

Material submitted under each of captioned items 
is result of Jackson indices check on 8/26/75, as it pertains 
to the following individuals: 

A. I. BOTNICK 
TOM HENDRICKS 
ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS 
RAYMOND LADELLE ROBERTS 

! GORDON LESTER CLARK 
ae THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III 
! KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH 

hy Item #1... A. I. BOTNICK 

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that this 
individual furnished information to this Bureau during the 
period 9/1/67 to 3/31/70, but was never an informant. Two 
copies each are enclosed of the below listed serials which 
contain information furnished by BOTNICK during this peridd: 

QIN 170-502=3 
IN 170-502-4 

IN 170-502=5 
NIN 170-502-6 
NIN 170<502-7 

JIN 174-135-66 
NIN 174-161G40- Je? poet 
SIN 174-161-642- 2-8 ae 
QIN 174-161-649 

IN 174-161-656 

‘eis #2. THOMAS M. HENDRICKS 

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that | 
this individual furnished information to this Bureau during 

WwW 35160 Docld: 32989641 Page 182 



JN 62-496 

the period 5/1/68 to 8/31/68, but was never an informant. Two 
copies each are enclosed of the below listed serials:.which 
contain information furnished by HENDRICKS during this period: 

NIN 174-16T=642.. 207 pe 
NIN 174-161=634. Heh reer 

\ item #3. A. ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS 

The indices of the Jackson Office revealed no 
information furnished by this individual for the period 
May 1, 1968, to August 31, 1968. 

Enclosed are two copies of an airtel entitled 
"BOMBING INVESTIGATIONS IN MISSISSIPPI. BOMBING MATTERS," 
(Bufile 174-1-54, Jackson file 174-135), which states that 
ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS would be agreeable to prevailing upon 
his younger brother, RAYMOND ROBERTS, to furnish, on 
confidential basis, his knowledge of acts of violence in 
Mississippi, and further that a series of conferences were 
held during June, 1968, with RAYMOND and ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS, 
THOMAS M. HENDRICKS, JR., an attorney and former SA, and 
Detective LUTHER L. SCARBOROUGH, Meridian, Miss., Police 
Department, regarding this matter. 

In this regard, ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS was present 
during a number of meetings with the above mentioned 
individuals; however, all information was actually furnished 
by his brother, RAYMOND. 

ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS has never been an informant of 
the Jackson Division; however, he was instrumental in obtaining 
the cooperation of his younger brother. 

ALTON WAYNE ROBERTS is presently confined in the 
Federal Correctional Institution (FCL) in Texarkana, Texas, 
where he is serving a 10-year sentence as a result of his 
part in the murder of the three civil rights workers near 
Philadelphia, Miss., on June 21, 1964. 

‘fer enclosed is as follows: 

JN 170-6263 

TW 55160 Docld:32989641 Page i163 
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JN 62-496 

Ny Item #3. B. RAYMOND LADELLE ROBERTS 

The indices of the Jackson Office reveal that 
this individual furnished information to this Bureau during 
the period from 5/1/68 to 8/31/68. Enclosed are two copies 
each of the below listed serials which contain information 
furnished by ROBERTS during that period. Also, included 
are those serials pertaining to Bureau supervision and the 
handling of ROBERTS. 

NIN 
\JN 
NJN 
NJN 
“IN SN 

“NIN 
NIN 
NIN 
SIN 
“JN 
~JN 
NJN 
JN 
NIN 
JIN 
JN 
JN 
JIN 
NJN 
\ JN 

170-626-1 ~~ ~- 
170-626<2 
170-6263 
170-626~4 
170-626=5 
1/0-626-6 
170-6267 
1/0-626<9 
170-626-114 
170-626-SF1-1 
170-626-SFi-2 
170-626-SFI-3 
170-626-SF1i-4 
170-626-SFi-5 
170~626~-SFL-6 
170-626-SFI-7 
170-626-SF1=8 
170-626-SF1<9 
170-626-SF1-10 
174-161-634 
174-161-642 

The Bureau's attention is directed to Bureau file 
170-3281. Subject of this file is known to the Bureau and 
was opened by the Jackson Office 6/18/68, as a Confidential 
Source - Racial, and case was closed by Jackson letter to the 
Bureau, dated 9/12/69. During the period that the case was 
open, this source was paid by this Bureau a total of $392. 
At the time this subject was developed as a confidential 
source, it was the distinct understanding between source and 
Agents contacting him that all information furnished by him 
would be held in strict confidence and the revelation of 
information furnished by him would most assuredly result in 
his, as well as other members of his family, immediate death. 
This Bureau has never violated that trust. 

4 
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JN 62-496 

ig Source and his brother, however, were publicly 
identified by JACK NELSON, who was then a staff writer for 
the Los Angeles Times, in an article appearing on the front 
page of that newspaper on February 13, 1970. A copy of that 
article is enclosed. 

NN Item #3... GORDON LESTER CLARK 

The indices of the Jackson Office revealed no 
information furnished by this individual for period 
5/1/68-8/31/68. 

The Bureau's attention is directed to Byreau file 
170-5883. Subject of this file is known to the Bureau and 
was opened by the Jackson Office January 4, 1972. 

This source’s identity has never been publicly 
disclosed. Informant was sole source of information in the 
proposed bombing by BYRON DE LA BECKWITH of the residence 
of A. I. BOTNICK, head of the Anti-Defamation League in 
Louisiana and Mississippi, on or about September 27, 1973. It 
is noted that during Federal and state trials, lasting approxi- 
mately 2% years, that it appeared the primary function of the 
defendants and their klan-type lawyers was to determine the 
identity of informant in this case. Efforts were directed at 
handling Agent on numerous occasions in an effort to have him 
make some slip which would reveal identity of informant. 
Numerous Federal court decisions were utilized and, in fact, 
Agent was excused by State Judge from testifying since he was 
convinced that any testimony in state court by the Agent would 
reveal source’s identity and possibly cost him his life. 

| In view of the above, the Bureau should make every 
effort to insure source's identity is not disclosed. 

Nv Teem #4. As KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH 

The indices of the Jackson Office reflect the 
following main files on KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH: 

JN 174-159 
JN 174-123 
JN 174-161 
JN 157-8937 

\ WW 355160 DocId: 32989641 Page 185 
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JN 62-496 

\, Material contained in Jackson file 174-161 is 
synopsized under Item #4. B. 

Enclosed are two copies each of the following: 

“\; Synopsis of Jackson file 174-123, entitled 
“THOMAS LABERT TARRANTS, III; KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH 
(DECEASED); BOMBING OF BETH ISRAEL CONGREGATION SYNAGOGUE, 
5315 OLD CANTON ROAD, JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI, SEPTEMBER 18, 
1967. BOMBING MATTER." — LezLrzek ‘ 

NA correlation memo dated 1/2/69, captioned 
“KATHY AINSWORTH. RM -.KLAN,'' which synopsizes the contents 
of her investigation. — <%e “fed - tage te tie CHES | 

\; Synopsis of Jackson file 174-159, captioned 
“THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH 
(DECEASED); JOE DANIEL HAWKINS; BOMBING OF RESIDENCE OF 
LILLIE BYRD, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, JUNE 6, 1968; 
NELSON MC INTOSH - VICTIM. BOMBING MATTER." — Aeabtged , 

Item #4. B. THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III 

The following main files on THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, 
III, were reflected in the indices of the Jackson Office: 

JN 4-5 
JN 174-161 
JN 157-9795 
JN 44-2383 
JN 91-1134 
JN 91-1127 
JN 88-2017 
JN 174-126 
JN 174-123 

Lo 

\y Jackson indices reflect the following main file 
on THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III, captioned "SAMUEL HOLLOWAY 
BOWERS, JR.; THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III,". Jackson file 4-5. 
and enclosed are two copies each of serials 148 through 260. 

Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of Jackson 
file 174-161, captioned "KATHLEEN MADLYN AINSWORTH (DECEASED) ; 
THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; ATTEMPTED BOMBING RESIDENCE OF 
MEYER DAVIDSON, 2904 36TH STREET, MERIDIAN, MISSISSIPPI, 
JUNE 30, 1968. BOMBING MATTER.” — ceoBngoss , 

6 
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JN 62-496 

Enclosed are two copies each of the following 

IN I74c161-T9, Bp be , ee 38, 28, Ba, Q, 369, 38, 
633 assy 

B34; Geo, Sat, Gad, Gas, B58; Ba ; 
Sa Seg oe Feo Fe SS Pay TS 

N A summary of Jackson file 174-159 is reported 
appropriately under Item Number 4. A. 

serials: 

“ Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of Jackson files 
442383 and 157-9795, captioned respectively, “UNKNOWN SUBJECTS; 
SHOOTING INTO THE RESIDENCE OF PIZER BUCKNER, SANDHILL 
COMMUNITY, RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; PIZER 
BUCKNER = VICTIM. CIVIL RIGHTS," AND “THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, 
III; SHOOTING INTO THE RESIDENCE OF FLOSSIE LINDSEY, SANDHILL 
COMMUNITY , RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; FLOSSIE 
LINDSEY; BETTY JEAN MC LIN - VICTIMS, EXTREMIST MATTERS." clea Ueiaf 

“vy Enclosed are two copies of synopsis of Jackson file 
157-9795, entitled "THOMAS ALBERT TARRANTS, III; JOE DANIEL 
HAWKINS 5 "SHOOTING INTO RESIDENCE OF FLOSSIE LINDSEY, SANDHILL 
COMMUNITY , RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI, MAY 2, 1968; FLOSSIE LINDSEY; 
BETTY JEAN MC = - VICTIMS. CIVIL RIGHTS. CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 
OF 1968. — = Udi gerf, 

‘NA review of Jackson file 91-1134, captioned "JOE 
DANIEL HAWKINS, aka; ET AL; NATIONAL BANK OF COMMERCE, LAMAR~ 
BELLEVUE BRANCH, MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE, 6/11/68. BANK ROBBERY, - 
revealed upon the original investigation instituted in this 
matter, TARRANIS was reported as a subject; however, subsequent 
imestigation determined that TARRANTS did not participate in 
the above captioned bank robbery. 

Enclosed are two copies each of a synopsis of 
the following files: 

N Jackson file 91-1127, entitled, “THOMAS ALBERT 
TARRANTS, III; SIMMONS FIRST NATIONAL BANK, JEFFERSON SQUARE 
OFFICE, PINE BLUFF, ARKANSAS, JUNE 4, 1968. BANK ROBBERY." 

a Auly ese 
Cota, os or 
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JN 62-496 

\ Jackson file 88-2017, entitled “THOMAS ALBERT 
TARRANTS, III, aka; MALCOLM EUGENE HOUSTON, aka; LOUIS 
MERCER SHADOAN (DECEASED); JOE DANIEL HAWKINS, aka; WILLIAM 
BURNETT WALDROP. ITSMV; BR; PV; UFAC - ARMED ROBBERY, CHILD 
MOLESTATION, AND ATTEMPTED BOMBING; ASSAULTING A FEDERAL OFFICER; 
HARBORING - AIDING AND ABETTING - CONSPIRACY; NATIONAL FIREARMS 
ACT; STATE FIREARMS CONTROL ASSISTANCE ACT." — Hea Evryecf, 

“\ Jackson file 174-126, entitled "THOMAS ALBERT 
TARRANTS, III; JOE DANIEL HAWKINS; BOMBING OF FACULTY COTTAGE 
NUMBER 14, TOUGALOO COLLEGE, TOUGALOO, MISSISSIPPI, OCTOBER 6, 
1967; DOCTOR ae as BUSH; MARGARET BUSH - VICTIMS. BOMBING 
MATTER." — hiatireedf” . 

TW 55160 Doold:32989641 Page 166 



ae 

@. 

| / FBI 

Date: 8/28/75 

Transmit the following in | 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

ye [ 

Vic __ATRTEL AIRMAIL - REGISTERED | 
ae (Priority) 

| R937 ~~" DIRECTOR) FBT (667116395) oe o Sige ree oe = 
ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION Doe 

ones Xe a 

FROM: SAC, PORTLAND (66-2057) ee} ee 
aA Wid ya 

i tj» ; ee gs je | 3 

SUBJECT:‘ SENSTUDY 75 } Bs NG ae a : Ne SD 
NN esceuescaesae nner etn i fs os ee 4 } 

The following is being am pe ip Pomnation of AEE 
FBIHQ: 

pe me 
On 8/25/75, Captain ee ee ietetnan 

Police Bureau, Portland, Oregon; onicalry contacted oleae 
SA HAROLD K. CLARK (police coordinator), FBI Portland, and Pay 
provided the following information of possible interest to : | 
the FBI: 

Last week PAT SHEA (phonetic), investigator for 
investigative committee headed by U.S. Senator FRANK CHURCH, 
telephonically contacted REITER for an interview. REITER 
picked up SHEA and his suitcases at the residence of JOHN 
HEADE (JOHN PATRICK HEADE, Bufile 100-458601, PDfile 157-639). 
REITER took SHEA to lunch’ and then to the airport. SHEA gave 
REITER telephone number to call in Washington, D.C. to verify 
position with CHURCH Committee and REITER made call. SHEA 
mentioned lack of sensitivity between the FBI and local 
authorities while discussing activities in Portland, Oregon 
during 1970 such as Portland State University Hriots" and 
activities in connection with the People's Army Jamboree 
(Bufile 100-459278, PDfile 100-11705) both before and after the 
American Legion Convention WS 208 held in Portland in 8. 
1970 (8/28/70 - 9/3/70). mn a 

REG Gxt Ae aa 
oy RM : ae Se? sue pall aad 5 SEP 1 1975 ere 

| (1-66-2057) (SENSTUDY 75) — 
| (1-157-639) (HEADE) furore 

is} 

_* 
gra ¥ 
a ne 

LBA:csa Ee 
(ie) ae 

2 QOSEp - ) 
ee ie m2 “A 21 he | Sent___——COSMCSO~*é@Plwer 
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4a% : 

PD 66-2057 

SHEA made comments that he had FBI "reports" alleging 
HEADE was an "informer." 

ADMINISTRATIVE 

No re-contact was made with REITER by Special Agents 
of the Portland Office knowledgeable in above matters to obtain 
more specific details. The attention of FBIHQ is called to 
Portland letters to FBIHQ dated 10/8/70 and 10/23/70 and FBIHQ 
letters to Portland dated 10/20/70 and 11/6/70 in matter 
entitled "COINTELPRO, NEW LEFT, SECURITY MATTER" (Bufile 
100-449698, PDfile 100- 11048). 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 
; 

MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA FPAIR (43 CFR) 101~11.6 

e we UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
j l'- Mr. Mintz \. Memorandum (L= Me) Wannal1 \ Ll - Mr. Cregar Comp. Syst. 

Ext. Affairs __ 

TO : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 8/27/75 eee 
? - Mr. a dei 

2 - Mr. Da los tion 4 

FROM : Legal Counsel . Of APe i 
| Labor. a 

ys é of 

ary & Eval. 

. Spec. Inv. 

Training 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN | Ne Soren 

SUBJEGR? SENSTUDY - 75 DATE BY 5 | y ‘ 
Telephone Rm. 

GS a ee Pa 
Director Sec’y —_ 

By memorandum 8/19/75, you were advised that John 
El1lLiff, Director of the Domestic Task Force of the Senate 
Select Committee, indicated that the Senate Select Committee 
was not going to interview so-called "recipient sources" in- 
volved in COINTELPRO. E11Liff indicated a letter to that 
effect would be drafted by him and forwarded to the Depart- f 
ment and the Bureau. \ a 

On 8/25/75, E11iff was asked whether he had furnished i 
a letter in connection with his decision concerning COINTELPRO 
"recipient source" interviews and stated he had not. Additionally, 
he stated that the Senate Select Committee did not intend to con- 
duct interviews of "recipient sources" at this time.. However, he 
did not plan to put this decision in writing. 

On 8/26/75, Michael E. Shaheen, Jr., Special Counsel 
for Intelligence Coordination in the Department, advised that 
John E1Lif£f informed the Deputy Attorney General of the Senate 
Select Committee's decision not to BSP IGSY | ‘recipient sourc cess 
in COINTELPRO at this time. . LO9 be “f</ 7 O7o. of] 

" RECOMMENDATION : REG-27 | oa ee is 
For information. 

PVD: Lad\f\) 
(7) IK 

> "2 OSEP 171978 

Me nocta: 329894 US.,Sapangs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 



| NR S87 NF/ CODE 

4355 PMMURGENT AUGUST 27, 

FROM Siaas (62-1957) 

SENSTUDY 75> 
RE BALTIMORE TELETYPE TO BUREAU , AUGUST 27, 1975. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION RAGA. sc 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION Comp. Syst 

ER RAE 

ax Assoc. Dir. | 

Dep.-A.D.-Adm._.. 
Dep.-A.D.-INV. 1. 

Asst. Dir.: 

Ext. Affairs ~~ 

Files & Com. —— 

AUG 27 194 Gen. Inv. ——-—— 
Ident. 

TELE D BaD) are 
Lab -ratery .— ~ t 

Plau. & Eval. — 
-_ 

P. (SnGus INVi 2 oce 
1975 LLB ee eos 

' Legel Coun. -—--. 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED See ot 

DATE J2/GL Line ron — oe 

DATE 2/0] 
Gy 

ON AUGUST 27, 19875, FORMER FBI EMPLOYEE, JAMES F. BLAND, 
SxSc neers ee IS 

: f \ i CONTACTED THROUGH HIS DAUGHTER, WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA, AND : ae 

WAS ADVISED OF CONTENTS OF REFERENCED TELETYPE. 

BLAND STATED HE HAS BEEN IN WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA, FOR 

PAST SIX TO EIGHT WEEKS ASSISTING IN BUILDING COTTAGE WHICH IS 

FAMILY PROJECT WITH CHILDREN. BLAND STATED THAT WHEN CONTACTED 

BY SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC), HE WILL CONTACT BUREAU’S 

LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION. HE HAS NOT BEEN “h 

E ND 

‘ WN 
ty 4 ot ; we sald : we 

fi9 Se we 

sry 

vf me 
| # a | 

” ~ 

eT 

CAPY Ri FERS. 

bw S5160 Doocld: 32989641 

DKXX HQ DE NF DID YOU JUST RECEIVE OUR NR O47 URGENT? 

(31) TO DATE. 
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Assoc. Dir. 

Dep. AD Adm. — 

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 3010-106 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN, Res. NO. 27 @ 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

2-Mr. J. A. Mintz ee 

Memorandum (l= Me. 3. B. Hotis) = “Oh 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall pape eae 

; Wannal1e? DATE: 8/26/75 lege 

Ident. 

1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar ere 
regarly) s ¢/ & 1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips Qe / 

; “LegapGoun.s ¥__ 

% Bf We, 

INFORMATION CONTAINED f A EP in. 
tO Rain E Ne ev az puaalely hed . We Tobie 

Telephone Rm. 

DATE bt ie S Pe 

R 

U. S. Senate Select Committee (SSC) requested where- 
abouts of several former SAs, including Paul L. Cox. 
Memorandum 8/25/75 prepared for delivery to the SSC and furnished 
Cox's latest known address as contained in his personnel file. 
it was his address at time he retired several years ago in 
Hyattsville, Maryland. 

,¥ soe t FD. We subsequently learned that Cox has a mailing address 
of a trailer court in Sarasota, Florida, and that he was 
currently on a lengthy motor trip, exact current whereabouts 
unknown. By teletype 8/26/75, we instructed Tampa to make 
necessary arrangements through the trailer court to eventually 
be in touch with Cox so he might be alerted that the SSC might i 
contact him for an interview. 

D tf: 
Vala 

e 

On the afternoon of 8/26/75, Cox telephonically 
contacted Supervisor 5S. F. Phillips of the SENSTUDY 75 Project 
from Washington, D. C. He indicated that he had been visiting 
the area the last couple of days in connection with a long trip 
he had taken through Canada and the Midwest, and had learned 
through a mutual acquaintance who is also employed in the 
Intelligence Division and has been assisting on the SENSTUDY 75 
Project and thus knew of our current interest in Cox, that the 
Bureau was attempting to locate Cox. Phillips briefed Cox in 
the same manner as he would have been briefed had the Tampa 
Office been able to contact him. He indicated that if he was 

YP contacted by the SSC Staff he willg SE UGo° collect call to a 
‘ly Legal Counsel Division for further mation and.that if h 

py mi Wp . 
62-116395 REC-37 Go ~46 & 3a ad 

1 - 67-207288 (Personnel File of Former SA Paul TncuGOXe)mcos rs 
Aan 

Mo" ~~ 4) ee 

AO PB ors 

" Otte 2. 2 met: 

Lope 

CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 

Re: SENSTUDY 75 

62-116395 

eventually is interviewed he would certainly want to tell the 
Bureau the results of the interview. In additton to the 
trailer court address we have on record, Cox furnished an 
address where he is more apt to be located, which is also a 
trailer court. That address is number 353, 1300 South Airport 
Boulevard, Melbourne, Florida 32910, telephone area code 
305, 724-4104. Nothing was said to Cox concerning the 
consultation aspects relating to interviews of former Agents, 
as this is a matter under current study with possible change 
in procedure to be effected. 

In view of the conversation had with Cox on the 
afternoon of 8/26/75, Phillips telephonically contacted 
ASAC, John Beale of the Tampa Office and advised 

him that no action need be taken by the Tampa Office in 
attempt to locate Cox, as this has already been handled by 
FBIHQ as above. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

None. For information. 

MW 35160 Doocld: 328689641 Page i%4 
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FD-36 (Rev. 5-24-64) @ , 4 
* 

FBI 

Date: 8/26/75 

wt 

——— eee eee ee Transmit the following in 
(Type in plaintext or code) ? 

f 
Ve AIRTEL | 
OW a 

(Priority) 

See st te oe ts faa tip eee pe ree te eo as De aes eset ae 

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-116395) 
ATTN: |W. O. CREGAR 

FROM: __-ACTING-ADIC;~bOSANGELES _ (Intelligence Division) 
ee hs Pa \ 

j JECT: SENSTUDY— / 4 : 

Re telephone call between Los Angeles Supervisor 
EDMUND J. BIRCH and Bureau Supervisor WOLFINGER on 8/26/75. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are Xerox copies of following 
serials from Los Angeles file on DELLA COOVER, aka (100-19949);: 

WK 7 aaa of SA GILBERT G. BENJAMIN dated 
eae : g /5/7 hy 

ae 2. FBI, Los Angeles, letters to District Director, | 
a< Internal Revenue Service, Los Angeles, dated 
ON 7/25/72 and 6/5/73. 

$a 3. Newspaper article from "Los Angeles Times" by 
FOV BELLA STUMBO, which appeared in the 7/19/72 
Se edition. 
rey 
Mk For the information of the Bureau, CSLA 6596-8 is 
‘ a source of continuing value furnishing current information 

regarding matters under investigation by the Los Angeles 
Division. \ ST 109 : fp 2 - bd } 

i {- Re) Ge ag oe Ee ‘ he peng CLE i 

Uy gr ‘ 
CE. Bureau (Enc. Dia # MeG-22 1975 
2 - Los Angeles 

3 - 100-19949) 
1 - 134-3171) 

DDW/jla 

) ase 
oe W) 938 If 

EL LIA, Va — 

A LAI | Al Approved: _‘ UP Dene sa ee IM IPT eee 

Special /Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574 
HW 35160 Doold: 32969641 /Page i195 



OPTIONAL. FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1992 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (41 CER) 101-11.8 

«UNITSD STATES GO. fRNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO : SAC, LOS ANGELES (100-19949) DATES, = 6/5/72 

nn 

FROM ‘SA GILBERT G. BENJAMIN-—— 

SUBJECT: "CHANGED" 
BELLA STSBO, -aka_ bes 
Della oover 
SM ee oem 
OO: Los Angeles 

A 

On 5/31/72, CSLA 6596-S advised DELLA COOVER is 
using the pseudonym Bella Stumbo, so this matter has been 
marked "changed". 

CSLA indicated COOVER is uSing the Bella Stumbo 
alias in connection with her position as a sta writer ror 
the "Los Angeles Times" 

ACTION 

1 ADEX Should be changed to include the new alias ana 
subject's positions a staff writer for the Times. Also, 
Since subject is writing under a still different pseudonyn, 
for the Monterey Park Progress newspapers, it is suggested 
that consideration be given to advising the Internal Revenue 
Service that she may be receiving payroll checks under these 
pseudonyms and not reporting her total income correctly. Appro- 
priate investigation should be conducted to verify subject's 
use of the additional pseudonym, 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN j oo ee | 

SEARCHED... 2. lA 
SERIALIZEQ¢£ (hari a 

son 5 72 

sie fa ae AiwGlees tn 

L ~ 134-3171A Sony 6596-S) 
1 - 80-420 LOS ANGELES TIMES) 

Ce 
a Bley ENCLOSURE) Om MW be BF bya ee USS esiegs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings on 

E a ae: ca rh o 

rat 
too 
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é1) - Los Angeles (100-19949) 

be 
Cn 

' 

| er 

1LO000 Wilshire Boulevard ( 
Los Angeles, California 90024 

June 5, 1973 

Dia¢trict Director ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
internal Revenue Servite HERBIN IS UNCLASSIFIED . 
Post Office Box 391 DATE toll loa) BY LAA 
ios Angeles, California 90Q053 

ATTN: LYNN SULLIVAN (field Audit #2502} 

Reference is made to our letter of duly 25, 1972, 
relating tO an investigation we were conducting at that time 
involving Della Coove:, born September 1, 1920, Social Seeurity 
Account Number and to the telLeohone call between 
Specisl agent Gilbert &. Benjamin of this offiee cnd Lynn 
Sullivan, at your office located at 9150 Last Flair Brive, EL 
Monte, Galifcrnia, 991731, on Monday, June 4, 1973. 

fo aid in your investigation in this matter, there 
are enclosed tio xerox Guplications of articles which appeared 
in the "Los Angeles Free Press," issues of March 20 and June 19, 
1970, bearing the byline ot Della Rosa, whichis believed to he 
another pseudonym utilized by Mrs. Coover. 

This -information is heing furnished for whatever 
action may be aopropriate. 

Very truly yours, 

Enclosures 2 } Joo~!? G4 Gai y: 

DEAR TED., ice 
2 ~ Addressee (RM) IN. cD 

td 
rm * 1 reo 

=} ‘ se pe) fray 

GGB/cL1 FILED LEGA, 
(3) pk" ENCLOSURE 79.9. -/7,. 29 5 OD 
BDoolda: 32369641 Page iv? 
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11000 Wilshire Boulevard 

Los Angeles, California 90024 
duly 25, 1972 

District Director 

internal Revenue Service ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

P. OO; Box 391 HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIE ; 

Los Angeles, California 90053 DATE {0 1b BY LY 

Dear Sirs 

| For your information the Los Angeles Office 
| of the FBI is conducting an official investigation involving 
| a Della Coover, born September 1. 1920, Social Security 

Account Number[ sre act 6 2) |, 

It has come to the attention of the Los Angeles 

Office that Della Coover is a staff officer for the"Los 
fneeles Times" nevspaper using pseudo name of Bella Stumbo 
and that she may not be reporting her earnings from this 

employment. . 

EFnclosed ls a recent article written by Bella 
Stumbo. 

This information is being brought to your attention 
for whatever action you deem necessary. 

Very truly yours, 

Enclosure 1 

ae Addressee (RM) 
(1j~ Los Angeles (100-19949) 
DPK/bab AKG 
(B)iak 

\MW 55160 Doclhi:32989641 Page 198 
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‘ FD+35.0 (Rew. 7-16-63) & 

 Roew serwar stern: 

° fo Ho i HY ae h Ah q * WTA H 
Lydsho Sak 

BY BELLA STUMBO 
j Times Staft Writer 

Early in the evening of: July 2, a 4-year-old gltl 
named Joyce Ann Huff was shot to death as she played 
in o yard in Hawoiian Gardens. She was hit with 42 
shotgun pellets fir ed from a possing cer. Subsequenily, 
ihrea Chicane youths from the neighnaring 

bcrrio were arrested. Being held on suspicion of murder 
in the killing are Donald Antelo, 21, Oscar Hernandez, 
22, and Michael Ramirez, 17. 

CSREES 

Donald Antelo's mother Beatrice, 50, is a devout 
Catholic, She has a makeshift altar in her bedroom 
where she prays each night before going to bed. 
she had just finished her rosary the night police 
came looking for her son. 

"There were four of them at the door. They 
rushed through the houso, searching for Don. 1 
said he wasn t home, but what did they want him 
for? And they said because he shot a little girl, 
that my boy killed a child." 

Beatrice Antelo was sitting at her kitchen table, 
ae listlessly at a cold cup of coffee in front of 

her, her voice a weary whisper. 
"They didn't have uniforms on, so I thought 

maybe they were some of Don's friends playing a 
bad joke. I told them to stop fooling around about 
something so awful." 
Though it was nearly noon now, Beatrice Antelo 

still wore her houserobe and slippers. Her small 
kitchen was half lost in the stagnant gloom of 

Riamaral le 
SW VT Uses 

“drawn shades and closed windows, 
"] said no, it was impossible. Not my son, He 

would never in his life do such a terrible thing." 
Beatrice Antelo dropped her head into her 

hands. An emaciated woman who lost a lung to 
lrherculosis vears aco, she has now taken a three- 
week vacation from her job. She spends most of 
her days in bed reliving the night she last saw her 
son. 

"They told me J better help them find Don. They 
~aid dozens of police were searching all over the 

“gue daschim pnd sarmsbuly Big Pose hhg oF 
a te ks a ee ee 

(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

DATE 

ow 

met 

4 

DATE 0] ee ye : dy 

Wo Me 39% 
wt DL i hls 

(Indicate page, hame of 
newspaper, city and state.) 

ITvel Los Angeles Tines 
Los Angeles, Calif, 

pate: 7/19/72 
Edition: Wednesday final 

Author: 

Editor: 

Title Deli:~ Coover 

Character: 

or 

Classification: 1001999 

Submitting Office:LOS Angeles 

{ Being Investigated 
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. A Family Retired on Welfare 

Cal 
— Meee de Ms Mme 

"He ran to me and put his arms around me and 
4 snemetbe AF ® * 2 gm <P . < 4 * * XN 7 eaten wey ‘Beatrice, Antelo, a lon3-iae divorcee, has. two. Wé Said, “Mama, I didn't do it, I.didn't coi. 

sons one 10 vears older then Don. A daughter 
died during infancy of encephalitis. "Until the 
‘hoys were old cnough to get by without me at 

She paused, fighting hack tears. "And he eried 
‘like a little ehild." 

Then Beatrice Antelo, weary with an agony few 
home," she says, she reared them on welfare. Then mothers ever know, laid her head down on her ta- 

* . . & _ . + 4 . > ‘she went to work at a Incal jond packing plant ble and sobbed in helpless, hopeless despair. 
- where she earns $230 a month. Rent on her small, 

two-bedreom house, which is no better, no worse 
than most. of the other dilapidated bungalows lin- 
ing the narrow streets of Norwalk's half-square 
mile Mexican-American barrio, is $75 a month, 

"I was sure they would kill him," Mrs. Antelo 
continued dully. “So I went with two of them, We 
alah everywhere I could think of looking for my ae on 

During that futile search. she says, she tried to 
tell the two officers, who listened politely, that 
they had made some grotesque mistake. : 

Helen Hernandez, 49, and her husband Antonio, 
53, sat side by side on their couch in a spotless liv- 
ing room overflowing with glittering sports tro- 
phies and photographs of their five sons, ages 22- 
16. They looked stunned. like two people who 
have tried, vet failed to comprehend fully what 
has happened io them this summer. 
Which is probably understandable, for nothing 

-in their experience has prepared them to deal with 
a murder charge against a member of their family 

She knew her son. He was a good bay. He loved-—=S4 
ehildren. He and his girlfriend wanted to have a 
big family when they got married—which would 
be as soon as Don found a job. It isn't easy to find 
@ job when vou don't have a car to look outside the 
barrio, she’ had explained. 

Meantime, she pointed out, Don was a good stu- 
dent at Cerritos College. He studied hard, made 
good grades, "was determined to make something 
out of himself." | 

Beatrice Antelo absentmindedly stroked a tiny 
brown dog sleeping peacefully in her lap. He is 
her watchdeg. When strangers approach the 
house, he pokes his head through a broken living 
room window pane and barks with comic ferocity. 

Don had been in trouble before, of course, she 
continued, an edge of bitterness creeping into her 
voice as she told how he had heen thrown out of 
Excelsior High School four years ago because "he 
had.long hair hefore it was common." He had 
brushes with the police before, too, she said, with- 
out elaborating—but most barrio youths have si- 
milar experiences. 

- ‘Won't Care About Saving Him! 
"You have to live here to know what it's like. 

Police everywhere, poverty vou can't escape, no 
jobs ..." Her voice trailed off in a resigned shrug. 
She makes Jess than $3,000 annually, so she can't 
afford to hire a private attorney to defend her son, 
she said. And she's certain the ‘court-appointed 
public defender "won't care about saving him." 
_.:A cough.suddenly seized her. The doctor has 
warned her against interviews, she explained. She 
doesn't answer the telephone much anymore eith- 
er because it often turns out to be somebody call- 
ing her the mother of a monster or threatening to 
bomb her house or, worse still, to harm her older 
son, 31, a father of two with a job outside Nor- 
walk, 5 
."T guess it makes people feel better to get the 

hate off their chests when something as horrible 
as this happens,” she sighed. "I just hang up." - 

But her mind clearly wasn't on herself—it was 
still on that last night, on the scene that had 
awalted her when she and the two officers re- 
turned home. 

.’Thev had already found Don and the Ramirez 
boy," she said. "Thev were standing out front, sur- 
rounded by police. Thev had handcuffs on." 

Beatrice Antelo turned: her face away, toward 
the wall, where a huge calendar of the Ascension 
‘Quag inthe gloom. The.police had freed his hands 
~soshe-eould talk to,’ -\, she said,, ; 
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least of all against Oscar, their quietest, eldest. 



7 e e 
' ss Hele. and Antonin Her-, IJt_is. therefore, with 

numivzxbe a soft-spoken, .boundless pride that lick 
almost timid couple. They en and Antonio Hernan- 
came to Norwalk from dez report there are no 
Phoenix 25 years ago. 
Since then, they have evi- 
dently lived according to a 

high school dropouts in 
their family—and no Joa- 
fers, no hippies, no bums, 

single, uncomplicated phi- no convicts. Only hard- 
losophy -—~ namely, people , working, sports - minded, 
who work hard, worship :elean - living, patriotic 
God, discipline their chil-' Americans. Especially the 
dren, and mind their own 
business will make out ac- 
cordingly. Life might be 
meager, but it will advance 
smoothly and peaceably 
and, perhaps, for their 
children, it may even be- 
come progressively richer, 

And, until July, the Her- 

jatter. 
When Helen Hernan- 

dez's 19-year-old son was 
drafted, she ‘heams, he 
went to serve his country 
without question. He was 
in the Army for a year, un- 
til an automobile accident 

. earned him both a medical 
nandez formula hadi discharge and a-per- 
seemed a sound, one. 

Antonio, a big solid man 
dressed in neat polyester 
slacks and a crisp button- 
down shirt, is a grinder in 
a nearby steel foundry. He 
has saved his money and 
now almost owns his mod- 
est little pink house which 

manent speech impe- 
diment. Now he works in a 
Norwalk packing plant. 

Likewise, when Oscar’ 
Hernandez was drafted he 
too went willingly, serving 
as a guard at Da Nang Air 
Force base in Vietnam un- 
til his discharge with two 

by fhecban ena ee 4 Bronze Stars, Jast sum- 
ptide in one, me tases” mer. He had been looking 

: : ‘ for a job ever since, 
* Bashful Woman ' "He never really talked 
Helen, a stout. bashful much about Vietnam. Ex- 

woman with a fresh- cept he was glad he didn't 

scrubbed, friendly face, have to kill anybody," says 
prone to twisting nervous- Helen Hernandez, her 
ly at her wedding rings, voice shy, hesitant. 
has always been single- | "Oscar never liked to box 
mindedly devoted to her in high school either, he- 
duties as a wife and moth- cause he didn't like to hit 
er. Never has she even anybody. So he played 
considered working out- baseball. And track." 
side her home, though the She blushed, embar- 
Hernandez family, like rassed, it seemed, to de- 
most in the barrio, has al- fend her son's passive na- 
ways needed more money ture. 
than they have had. Indeed, it soon becomes 
‘Both devoted Jehovah's’ amply apparent to a stran- 

Witnesses, the couple ger in the Hernandez 

have also enforced a rigid household that making ex- 
brand. of religion in their Cuses for Oscar—who is 
household. Their sons accused of driving the car 
have been taught, among that carried Joyce Ann 

other things, that violence, Huff's killer~is consid- 
is evil. worms? F ered somehow undigni- 

fied, even unpatriotic, in- 
sofar as it might imply a 
fear that the American 
System of justice is incapa- 
ble of discovering truth 
Imparimts> an d.mdisnags 

»sionately on its own. 

, 
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fabiding faith that’ Justice 
--will be done, the Hernan- 
_dez couple have the added 
solace, unlike Beatrice An- 
telo, of having a private 
attornev, a family friend, 
who will represent their 
son In court. 

'So Easygoing’ 

"Oscar was so quiet, so 
easygoing. He stayed 
home almost all the time,” 
says Helen Hernandez 
proudly. “He watched tele- 
vision, he read a lot of 
books and sports maga- 
zines. And he alwavs 
helped me around the 
house, Every morning we 
made the heds together 
and washed the dishes." 
Abruptly, she vanished 

Into a back room, return- 
ing instantly with a bulg- 
ing photograph album. It 
turned out to be what, in 
her heart, Helen Hernan- 
dez considers immutable 
proof of her son's in- 
nocence in this bizarre 
episocle. 

| ‘The book was filled with’ 
| pictures Oscar had taken 

in Vietnam — photos of 
children. Waifs. orphans, 
refugees who hung around 
with Oscar and Oscar's 
friends. 
"He loved children,” said: 

Helen Hernandez, as .An- 
ionio nodded vigorous 
agreement. She looked 
suddenly grim, as if she 
had realized, maybe for 
the first time, how serious- 
ly important that point 
might eventually become. 

"T haven't visited him 
yet," she said, self-con- 
sciously admitting she was 
"afraid to see that he's 
really locked up in jail." 
She would probably just. 
cry, she said. 

But, she added, -she's 
gotten past her initial hys- 
teria with a dose of tran- 
quilizers—and by having 
her telephone number 
changed. Like Mrs. Ante- 
le~she-avas getting hate. 
calls at a daily rate. 

-+ — 

“. 
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fingering the album in her 
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 matried_and two of them ° 
richly pregnant aaiige~ 
eat sprawled on the 

ragged, filthy chairs and 

couches. All were ren- 

afraid. I just don't know | qered inordinately ill-tem- 
what to say to her. Except 
that I know how she must 
be feeling. And I cry for 
her child, too, just as I cry 
for Oscar." 

Normally, 12 people live | 

in the four-room house- 

hold of Miguel Ramirez, 

53, a disabled construction 

worker. Al present, 

however, there are only 10 

because his wife Rose is 

visiting an ailing brother 

in Mexico and his son Mi- 

chael, 17, is in jail. 
On a recent hot weekday 

morning, eight family 

members were scattered. 

about the tiny squalid liv- 

ing room, dank with the 

sour odors of diapers, 

cooking foods and_ too 

many bodies packed too 

close together without 

benefit. of even a fan. 

There was Ramirez 

himself, a paw, grizzled 

man who sat in his under- 

shirt in a corner chair, 

somehow projecting rock 

solid stability in an other- 

wise incredibly fluid hu- 

man scene unfolding be- 

fore him. 
_~hree.of his four daugh« 

{ers—all mothers, all un: 

pered by the miserable 

heat, they said. 

And ‘four of Ramirez's 

erandchildren—two boys 

and two girls, aged 2 to a 

_—_crawled, ran and scram- i 

pied in a shrieking, laugh~ 

ing fury through the 

house, chasing a single ra- 

vaged dog and, more often - 

ihan not, taking advan- 

tage of one of their own, 

ioo—a pathetic 4-year-old 

poy, the red-eyed victim 
of 

chicken pox. 

Senior Daughter 

On a couch, half covered 

by a sheet, Yolanda Rami- 

rez, 24, the senior daugh
ter, 

was outshouting a Popeye 

eartoon blaring on the 

television. Now severe 

months pregnant, for the 

third time, she was trying 

to resolve the question o
fa 

missing blouse with her 

sister Marina, 21, six 

months pregnant, who sat 

methodically rolling 

breakfast beans into tortil- 

las, burrito style, at the 

end of the room. 

A near- obese third 

daughter, Sylvia, mother 

of two of the rampaging 

children, sat pulging out 

of her tight shorts, fan- 

ning herself with a purple 

crochet doily which she 

had snatched from a 

‘screaming baby who had 

spun it wildly in the air 

long enough finally to 

knock the fire off her ciga- 

‘ret and get smacked for it. 

"God, they'll all get the 

ox -and what a mess 

that'll be," lamented Syl- 

via. 
“Well, hell, they all gotta 

get it sometime," observed 

Yolanda sagely, demon- 

strating that, of the three 

women, she is by far the 

most philosophic. 

"None of us are mar- 

ried," she said, looking 

downright amused at. the 

question, “because the 

guys who knocked us up 

are all either bums or they 

don'thave the jobs lo SUP. 
port families.” _ 

oj 
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7 So, she said, they ali live j 
On Aid io Families With 
Dependent Children bhene- ) 
fits — including Ramirez | 
himself who, for undis- | 
closed reasons, hasn't been ° 
able to acquire welfare aid 
himself although he suf- 
fers from a severely ar- 
thritic back. Lately, too, 
he grinned, he's been suf- 
fering from a finger that 
was half bitten off the oth- 
er night in a bar fight. 

"The guy really had | 
some set of teeth," he 
chuckled, relishing the 
memory of "the little 
squabble." 
But seriously, he said, he 

would like to tell the state ° 
for Mexicans like us. We to go shove its welfare. 

" want to work, but all [ 
ever knew was hard labor. 
Now, who's going to hire a 
53-vear-old Mexican for a 
desk job? I can barely 
even read." 

Without AFDC aid, he 
added, “we'd all probably 
starve." As it is, he's $1,- 
000 behind in his house 
payments so, sooner or la- 
tn } * ter, they'll all prohably he 
out on the street anyway. 

Nohody looked very 
alarmed. 
Nobody looked, either, 

like they even remem- 
brother Mi- 

chael, until Ramirez sud- 
denly reminded them. 

"Y don't even have the 
money for gas to go see 
my son," he said. 

The mood in the room 
changed instantly to se- 

" riousness. 
wm, What concerned every- 
body present, it seemed, 
was not so much Mike's 
plight, but rather the ef- 
fect it would have on his 
mother when she returns 
from Mexico, sometime 
later this week. _ 

She has suffered from 
* severe nervous disorders 

for years, they said. And 
ben,she finds oufvhats, 
- happened to her son—the 
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seventh of her eight chil-- 
dren-—it "just may push 
her over the edge." 

"God, I wish we could 
get her to stay down there 
till this is over," lamented 
sylvia, ighting another ci- 
garet. 

"Yeh, but if we trv, that, 
she'll just get suspicious 
something's wrong," ob- 
served Yolanda, always 
the realist. 

Miguel Ramirez, who 
has a certain indisputable 

dignity born of tuncom- 
promising honesty, had 
grown somber in his cor- 
ner, 

"AS you can see, it's 
mostly just a question of 
survival, like in a jungle, 

just live from day to day. 
That's why a lot of Chica- 
nos hang on to their pride 
and get mad easy—il’s all 
they got." 

He shrugged, looking 
around at his daughters, 
who. listened, suddenly si- 
lent. 

Most of his kids had 
either been kicked out of 
school for making trouble 
or they had gquil in dis- 
cust, he continued. 

One son, 22, was in jail 
already, for undisclosed 
reasons. Only his oldest 
boy, 28, had even gotten 
out of the Norwalk barrio, 
although, Ramirez digress- 
ed, he had hopes for his 
youngest son, 15, who was 
"a good student and a hard 
worker." 

One Thing Sure 
Meantime, whatever his 

kids had done, Ramirez 
said, he knew one thing 
for sure. 

"My son Mike would 
never hurt a kid or be part 
of a rotten thing like that. 
He may have been mean’ 
somelime, but he would 
not take it out on babies." 

But, sighed Ramirez, it's 
out of his hands now. And 
the whole family expects 
the worst. 

"They'll just figure he's. 
a dirty Mexican capable of 
anything. What did the 
cops call it—a joy killing? 

‘They'll probably just lock 
him up for good, without 
thinking twice about it," 
said Yolanda, shrugging 
evnically, philosephizings 
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Asst. Dir. 

® | 

1 = Mr. ds A. Mintz 

~~ Of 1 - Me. W. R. Wannall 
lL - Mr. J. G. Deegan 
1 - Mr. D. Ryan 

The Attorney General August 26, 1975 

= 1 - Mr. Wi 0. Cregar 
Director, FBI 1 - Me. S. F. Phillips 

U. S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE HEREIN IS Une so TAINED a NIS UR on ae ACTIVITIES DATE [0 alee Sy sid Za Uy 
ae eaaeatnteetnnge AU Howat rey 

Enclosed for your information are two copies each of 
five memoranda concerning interviews by Staff Members of captioned 
Committee of an FBI Special Agent in Charge, and one current and 
three former FBI Special Agents. One set of these memoranda is 
for forvarding to Mr. James A. Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to 
the President. 

For your additional information, the following shovld 
be noted in respect to all five of the individuals interviewed. 

The persons interviewed were all advised previous to 
the interviews that the Director of the FBI had waived their 
employment agreements relating to confidentiality for purposes of ~~ 
the interviews. Each was told that he had the right to counsel: 
however, the FBI was unable to provide private counsel. They 
were told that there were certain privileged areas concerning 
which they would not be required to answer questions. These areas 
concerned information which might divulge identities of FBI 
sources; information relating to sensitive methods and techniques; 
information which might adversely affect ongoing FBI investigations: 

4 and information which originated with other agencies » including 
foreign intelligence agencies. The individuals were also advised 
of the parameters of the individual interviews; that they were 
all concerning the FBI's Counterintelligence Program as it 

= amkelated to the Black Panther Party. In addition, the eralerere 
Dep. ADIw..OF Che interview of Special Agent in Charge ChazlLes.. 
sdnin, __ 2Neluded the sub ston -Plan. 4 a fae a os 

Comp. Syst. —— MAILED 20 (7 

aa es i Enclosures (10) AUG 2 71975 ; REL: AUST 109 a 10 155 

i” 82-116395 oy ghyH@) ro | aay 
ee - the B Bputy Attorney General Vi, ba 
LeborierY — Attention: Michael E, Shaheen, Jr! 
Spee: Inte OCD 4 P 5 Special Counsel for SEE NOTE PAGE 2 
Treinina—< SEB: Thb 1h to Intelligence Coordination Legal Coun. 

Telephone Rm. — 10) 
Director Sec'y_ _ MAIL ROOML_] TELETYPE UNIT L_] / ¢ Ui Nhe 3 al GPO : 1975 0 - 
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The Attorney General 

NOTE: 

LHMs being furnished to the Attorney General were 
received by San Francisco airtel 8/15/75 captioned "Senstudy 75," 
The information in the last paragraph above was to be included 
in the LHMs per Bureau instructions to San Francisco. However, 
they were not so included and this inadvertence was telephonically 
brought to SAC Bates' attention 8/18/75 by Supervisor S. F. 
Phillips of the Senstudy 75 Project. It is believed that having 
this information in instant letter and not in each of the LHMs 
will suffice under the circumstances. Copies of the airtel and 
the LHMs will be designated for the respective personnel files 
of the personnel who were interviewed. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

San Francisco, California 
In Reply, Please Refer to . 
File No. 

August 15, 1975 Kesey 

Og3"&, Oo VN lta 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON lo, Wy 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) S97 Wy 

INTERVIEW OF SACCCHARGLES W. BATES 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

On the evening of August 11, 1975, Mr. Lester Seidel 
- and Mr. Loch Johnson, Staff Members of :the Senate Select 
Committee, met with Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
of the San Francisco Office. This meeting occurred over dinner. 
No statements were made by either of these individuals as to 
any rights that SAC Bates might have in connection with the 
interview. 

During the dinner, Mr. Seidel referred to COINTELPRO 
involving the FBI's investigation of the Black Panther Party 
in San Francisco. Bates advised him that he was in charge of 
the San Francisco Office from July, 1967 until the end of 
April, 1970, when he was transferred to Chicago. Bates stated 
that he was aware of the investigation being conducted on the 
Black Panther Party but was not personally conversant with 
all the details of this investigation as such details were 
all contained in the FBI's file. On at least two occasions 
Mr. Seidel referred to specific facts occurring in other parts 
of the country involving anonymous letters sent to individuals 
under COINTELPRO,. He asked if Bates agreed that these actions 
were proper. Mr. Seidel was told that Bates had no way of 
knowing the facts as he related were true or any other of 
the circumstances involved and that, therefore, he was unable 
to comment at ail. 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates had any recommendations 
_ for legislation which the Committee. could propose that would 
assist the FBI in the domestic counterintelligence field. - 
Bates informed him that he was not fully conversant with this 
entire field and that it was the prerogative of FBI officials 
-at Washington and Department of Justice officials to recommend 
such legislation. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
o£ the FBI. t is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are-not to be distributed outside 

your agency. 
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SSC; - 
j INTERVIEW OF SAC 

‘CHARLES W. BATES’ { 
'BY SSC. STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Seidel also inquired as to whether Bates felt 
that an extension of electrcnic surveillances into the domestic 

intelligence field would be of assistance. Bates informed 
him that the FBI was operating according to current court 
decisions as involve electronic surveillances and that the 
courts had recently precluded this action in strictly domestic 
intelligence matters. Mr. Seidel was informed that this was 
a decision for FBI officials in Washington. 

On several occasions during the evening, Mr. Johnson 
asked Bates if he was aware of the "Houston Plan." On each 
occasion Bates informed him that he was not aware of the 
“Houston Plan" and his only knowledge of it is what he has 
seen in the public press. At one time Mr. Johnson asked if 
Bates thought that Mr. Hoover had turned down the “Houston 
Plan" because he was afraid for his job. Bates again replied 
that he had no firsthand knowledge having anything to do with 
the "Houston Plan" but he was certainly aware that Mr. Hoover 
was not afraid of anything or anyone. 

Both Mr. Johnson and Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt 
that the use of "black bag jobs" would be of advantage in 
conducting domestic counterintelligence operations. Bates 
-replied that he had no personal direct knowledge of such matters 
and had never been involved in such matters. 

During the evening, Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt 
that a congressional oversight committee of the FBI was sound 
and proper. Bates informed that he certainly agreed with the 
concept of congressional oversight as long as it was constructive 
and not destructive. Mr. Seidel asked if Bates felt that the 
FBI's security operation should be completely. divorced from 
its ‘criminal responsibilities and handled as a separate agency 
or a separate part of the FBI. Bates informed him that it 
appeared that the FBI's efforts in both the criminal and the 
security field had been effective and appeared to be proper 
in its present context. Mr. Seidel inquired if Bates was 
personally acquainted with Mr. William C. Sullivan, former 
FBI official. Mr. Seidel was informed that Bates worked in 
the same division with Mr. Sullivan in the 1950's and knew 
him aS another supervisor at FBI Headquarters. 

Seidel then asked if Bates was aware of the dis- 
agreements that Mr. Sullivan had had with Mr. Hoover and he 
was informed that he had no details concerning this matter. 

sat. De a . 
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SSC; 

INTERVIEW OF SAC 

CHARLES W. BATES ' 

BY SSC STAFF MEMBERS 

Mr. Seidel asked if Bates knew former SAC Harry 
Morgan. Bates told him that he knew him as he had replaced 
him as SAC in San Francisco at the end of April, 1970. He 
then asked if Bates was aware of why Mr. Morgan was transferred 
from San Franciscc. Bates told him that some problem had 
arisen in connection with his running the San Francisce Office 
but that he was not personally aware of the specific details. 
but that they would be available at FBI Headquarters. Seidel 
Said the only reason he was asking was that he was thinking 
about interviewing Mr. Morgan but he did not want to embarrass 
him and then asked if Morgan's transfer from San Francisco 
had anything to do with a drinking problem. Bates said again 
that he was not aware of the specifics. 

On the afternoon of August 13, 1975, Mr. Loch Johnson 
came into the San Francisco FBI Office saying he had just a 
few more questions he wanted to ask Bates. He then asked if 
the San Francisco Office was involved in foreign counter- 
intelligence work, and he was informed that we were as were 
many other FBI offices. He then asked if we surveilled every- 
one who went into or came out of the Soviet Consulate in San 
Francisco. He was informed that Bates did not intend to dis-~ 
cuss with him any investigative techniques or anything having 
to do with pending investigations. Mr. Johnson said he was 
attempting to find some individual who was an expert in foreign 
counterintelligence, particularly the Soviet threat to the 
United States. Bates informed him that there were probably 
a number of people in the United States who would qualify in 
this category but Bates did not consider himself as an expert 
in this field. 

2 “The above represents specific matters brought up 
during these discussions. 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 9. 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) ohm 

INTERVIEW OF \SA LEO S. BRENNEISEN BY % : 

SSC STAFF MEMBER 

Prior to interview by SSC Staff Member, SA LEO S. 
BRENNEISEN telephonically contacted SA DENNIS MILLER at 

FBI Headquarters making four inquiries 6n Lugust 6, 1975; 
on the same date, the following answers were received: 

Is it permissible for agent to give general 
answers concerning the Black Panther Party (BPP) as to 
membership number and Chapter numbers at various dates? 

Answer: Yes. : 

Local media has previously set forth a memorandum 
purportedly from.the FBI, San Francisco Office, suggesting 
consideration should be given to furnishing fabricated 
documents originating with the Oakland Police Department 
ana the FBI, San Francisco, when, in fact, the memorandum 
came from the Bureau. If questioned concerning this memorandum, 
may agent point out that this document originated with the 
Bureau rather than San Francisco? 

Answer: Yes. 

In contemplation of possible questioning concerning 
false correspondence directed to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER and others 
abroad, can agent refer SSC Staff to Bureau when questioned 
concerning identity of agents. preparing correspondence? 

Answer: Yes. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 

of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is: loaned to- 

your agency; it and its contents are.not to be distributed 

outside your agency. "» 
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U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTER ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC); 
INTERVIEW OF SA LEO §. BRENNEISEN 

Is it necessary for agent to express an opinion 
as to morality, legality of said Counterintelligence 
Program (COINTEL) ? , 

Answer: You are not obliged to answer those 
questions you do not desire to answer, but if you wish you 
may comment on the legality or morality of the plan. 

SA DENNIS MILLER related that he desired that it 
be borne in mind that the Bureau in no way wished to impede 
the SSC investigation. , 

LESTER B. SEIDEL, SSC Staff Member, appeared at the 
San Francisco Office of the FBI on August 11, 1975, and 
interviewed SA LEO BRENNEISEN from 1:03 PM to 2:30 PM. 
SEIDEL prefaced the interview by explaining that he had 
been advised that BRENNEISEN was the Coordinator for the 
COINTEL in San Francisco from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1970. 
It was pointed out to him that the case was assigned to 
agent from May 16, 1969 to May 1, 1971. 

SEIDEL asked if agent had, in fact, approved all 
proposals coming from the San Francisco Office. He was 
advised that not necessarily because if another agent made 
a proposal the person approving it in San Francisco would 
be the person signing the outgoing mail, namely, the Supervisor 
or Relief Supervisor. 

SEIDEL asked what Squad agent had been assigned 
to during this Program, and he was advised S-6. He inquired 
if there was any COINTEL in San Francisco against US; he 
was advised to the contrary. He inquired as to the usual 
number of cases assigned agent, and was advised that to 
agent's best recollection probably 30 at any one time. He 
asked if agent's work was exclusively security during the 
handling of the COINTEL Program and he was advised agent 
did have some criminal assignments. He inquired if there 
was any relationship between COINTEL and criminal assignments, 
and he was advised no and that agent desired to limit the 
scope of his questioning to the COINTEL Program. 

SEIDEL then asked how many suggestions the agent 
had submitted in COINTEL. He was advised that an estimate 
would be difficult but probably the nearest figure would be 
some two suggestions a month-with possibly six months in 
two years when no suggestions were made. He inguired as 
to agent's knowledge of what percentage of total proposals 
from all sources submitted to the Bureau had been approveé, 
and he was advised only a small percentage. 

2 i 
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: At this point, SEIDEL requested agent to outline the 
types of COINTEL proposals submitted by San Francisco. He 
was answered that anonymous letters, letters with pseudonyms, 
and ietters signed with the name of an existing pees had 
been used. 

v 

It was pointed out that the program had included 
the use of anonymous letters, including those directed to 
landlords advising that the Black.Panther Party was occupying 
their property; letters to people supporting BEP programs, 
including the Breakfast Program and enclosing copies of the 
BPP “color book for children encouraging the shooting of 
police officers and/or articles from the "Black Panther 
Party", the official BPP. newspaper, showing their propensity 
and advocacy of violence; letters to organizations Containing 
articles that showed the BPP in direct opposition to their 
aims, such as a letter to a Jewish organization showing BPP 
support of Palestine guerrillas. 

It was pointed out that letters had been directed 
to ELDRIDGE CLEAVER in Algeria in the names of BPP members. 
At this point, SEIDEL interrupted to explain that he was 
enlisting the complete cooperation of the interviewee, that 
there had been some Congressional criticism of the COINTEL, 
that there were some segments of the population that were 
anti-~FBI and that he desired to present the FBI in a proper 
light, and that he had good friends in the Bureau. 

SEIDEL asked, was it necessary to have utilized 
€COINTEL. Agent advised that it was difficult to correctly . 
judge the effect of the program but it was felt it was not 
without some effect because the Black Panther Party had not 
only dwindled from a membership of approximately 1,000 in 
1969 to perhaps 200 in 1973, but that the organization became 
split with dissension and had dropped much of its former 
advocacy for violence. 

SEIDEL then requested that the agent give his 
“recommendation on what COINTEL in the future should be; 
whether there should be a division between security and 
criminal investigations to different agencies in order that — 
a possible intrusion on the rights of an individual in 
intelligence matters might not necessarily preclude his 
being prosecuted by the Bureau in a criminal matter. Agent 
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refused to furnish his "“off-thsecuff" opinion, pointing 
out that he felt that it was without the scope of his 
release. 

Without further questioning agent concerning the 
types of COINTEL proposals, SEIDEL next asked if the 
Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) on the BPP was in operation 
at the time COINTEL was initiated, and what proposals were 
submitted in COINTEL based on information from ELSUR. 

SEIDEL was advised agent's release would not allow 
him~to discuss ELSUR. 

SEIDEL asked if- the San Francisco Division had made 
any "snitch" proposals. When asked to clarify the question, 
he stated that this was a'suggestion to the effect that a 
Black Panther Party member be accused of being an FBI 
informant. Agent replied, that to the best of his recollection 
no such recommendations had been made to the Bureau by San 
Francisco, and on the contrary, agent knew that it had been 
pointed out by San Francisco that any such allegation. should 
be most carefully considered inasmuch as BPP history has 
indicated that they had dealt severely with suspected infor- 
mants, even to the point of killing them. 

SEIDEL then asked if the San Francisco Division 
had received a great deal of "flak" from the Bureau on this 
program. He was advised that the Bureau operates a "tickler 
system" for following investigations and that the program 
had received some priority from the FBI but agent had never 
considered correspondence from the Bureau as being "flak". 

; SEIDEL at this point instead of questioning made 
the statement that the Bureau gave this matter "high paeen ee 
No comment was made to this statement. 

SEIDEL next questioned agent if he had read any 
publicity concerning a May 11, 1970 letter from the Bureau 

-to San Francisco entitled, "Special Operations Research", in 
which it was suggested that some consideration be given to 
furnishing the BPP spurious documents that supposedly 
originated with the Oakland Police Department and the FBI. 
He explained that some newspaper had received a copy of the 
document under the Freedom of Information Act and thereafter 
published it. He inquired if a response to the letter 

¢ 
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had been made by San Francisco. Agent advised that it was 
his recollection that San Francisco had responded recommending 
against both proposals, pointing out that the BEP had in the 
short past published contingency plans of the Berkeley Police 
Department for a raid on National Headquarters to the 
embarrassment of that agency. San Francisco was of the 
opinion that if spurious documents were furnished to the 
BPP they would immediately publish them, rather than attempt 
to develop an informant and the operation presented a great 

- deal of possible embarrassment and publicity for the Bureau. 

SEIDEL asked for agent's knowledge of why the letter 
had been captioned as previously described rather than 
Counterintelligence Program, Black Panther Party. Agent 
stated he had no recollection of exact caption of the letter. 
SEIDEL then went on to explain that he had been advised that 
the Bureau had several COINTELS and the one covering Special 
Operations Research was a COINTEL covering foreign operations. 
Agent made no comment. 

SEIDEL requested what proposals had been made to 
disrupt the BPP newspaper; how did the proposals originate, 
and what offices ‘submitted them. He was advised that it was 
agent's recollection that the Bureau may have requested 
suggestions from several offices but that to agent's knowledge 
none had been approved. When SEIDEL continued to questionthe 
agent concerning specific proposals and why their approval 
was not recommended by San Francisco, he was advised that one 
proposal was the use of a foul-smelling chemical to put on 
the paper. San Francisco was of the optnion it would not 
be practical inasmuch as it would contaminate an airplane 
and would subject the airline or the printing company to 
damages. SEIDEL was further advised that it was believed 
the suggestion may have been made for the changing of a first | 
page of an issue at the printing company to embarrass the BPP, 
but it was pointed out that this would also merely result in 

‘a claim being filed against the printer. 

SEIDEL was advised that there may have been a 
suggestion that some thought should be given to the possible 
delay of the plates for the paper, that suggestion coming 
at the time when the paper-was being printed in New York 
with the master copy being filmed in San Francisco. San 
Francisco did not suggest approval because a mere delay would 
have .been of little benefit because the paper was not timely. 
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SEIDEL asked about the disruption of the BPP 
Breakfast Program. The answer was given that agent had 
no recollection of this, and SEIDEL was asked did he have 
any information from the Bureau that we had attempted a 
disruption of the program in San Francisco. He related 
that he believed not and that it probably happened in 
San Diego. 

SEIDEL asked about a suggestion that informants 
set up a possible confrontation between the BPP and the 
Republic of New Africa (RNA). Agent stated he had no 
recollection of such a proposal and did not believe it had 
been submitted by San Francisco because the membership and 
activity in RNA had béen minimal in this area. | 

SEIDEL then asked if we had suggested that landlords 
in the San Francisco area be encouraged to insist on their 
rent from the BPP. Agent advised he had no recollection 
of this, but could see nothing wrong in it. 

SEIDEL inquired as to the amount of knowledge: 
that SAC CHARLES BATES would have had concerning COINTEL. 
He was advised that agent had no information, that he, himself, 
had never discussed the program with Mr. BATES while it was 
in operation. SEIDEL then inquired if former SAC HARRY 
MORGAN had been i11 during the time he was assigned to San 
Francisco and the reason for his transfer. Agent replied 
whe had no information concerning this matter. 

SEIDEL was asked if he felt that anyof the actions 
agent described as being taken by the San Francisco Division 
were illegal. SEIDEL stated that he did not believe that 
these were matters that.were in violation of any existing 
criminal statutes, but there might be some question as to 
whether the FBI had the specific authority to do these things. 

SEIDEL ended the interview by again reiterating 
that he was a friend of the Bureau, that he was making an 

inguiry and desired to obtain the opinions of both Headauarters 
and agents in the field, and that he may make a request to the 
Bureau to widen the scope of agent's release. 

? 

é 
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Agent was not placed under oath and when agent 
refused to furnish opinions in those cases noted above or 
to discuss ELSUR, SEIDEL suggested that he, SEIDEL, put 
away his pencil and pad. Agent replied that that was not 
necessary. The only right explained to agent was the fact 
that all information furnished by him was at his own 
volition and was entirely voluntary. No mention was made 
that any part of the interview might be utilized in a 
possible court pEocer ced against the agent. 

Agent did not consult with Bureau representative 
Guring course of the interview. 
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INTERVIEW OF FORMER(SA ALBERT P. CLARK) BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

On August 13, 1975, former Special Agent Albert P. 
Clark, who was a supervisor in the San Francisco FBI Office 
and who retired in December of 1969, advised as follows: 

He was interviewed in his home at 66 Elm, 
Larkspur, California, by SSC Member Lester B. Seidel from 
5:40 P.M. to 6:55 P.M., August 12, 1975. 

Clark was not placed under oath and no mention 
was made of his rights. However, Seidel was pleasant and 
‘in no way antagonistic. The interview was general, not 
penetrative, not in depth, and very few specific questions were 
asked. There appeared to be no discernible criticism of 
either the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) or the 
Bureau's investigation of the Black Panther Party (BPP) by 
Seidel. 

Seidel was compelled on more than one occasion 
to declare that he was pro-FBI, that the object of his 
inquiries was to assist the United States Senate in under- 
standing the problem in order that they could consider 
possible legislation that may eliminate any abuses in the 
future. 

Seidel did mention the fact several times that 
information had been leaked to the press that Jase Seberg, 

“the movie actress, had become pregnant by a BPP official. 
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Seidel finally asked Clark if he would have okayed 
a COINTEL proposal like this and he answered that he would 
have if he felt that it would have sufficiently hindered 
the BPP, stating that possibly in some of these occasions 
someone might get hurt but on the other hand, investigation 
o£ the BPP by the FBI might be made easier and it might 
also cut down on the number of BPP supporters. 

Clark was asked to whom the main BPP case was 
assigned and to whom COINTEL had been assigned in the San 
Francisco Division. Clark replied that he did not remember 
but possibly during the time of his supervision, more than 
one Agent -had handled the Matters « 

Seidel asked how many BPP informants the San 
Francisco Division had. Clark replied he did not recall 
sands: he did not believe that Seidel had a right to know. 

Seidel inguired about the BPP wire tap, asking 
who had requested the tap, the Bureau or the 4 San Francisco 
Division. Again, Clark replied that he did not recall but 
the San Francisco Division would not have necessarily 
waited for the Bureau to initiate the matter but might have 
requested the Bureau rather than the Bureau having initiated 
the matter. 

Seidel wanted to have an example of a COINTEL 
proposal. He was not given a specific example but general 
conversation was had to the effect that any move that might 
be suggested that would aid the San Francisco Division in 
their investigation of the BPP in determining their 
supporters and financiers and possibly disenchanting those 
individuals might be an example. 

particular thing. 

Questioned peneenene whether he felt COINTEL had © 
been effective, Clark replied he did not believe the matter 
was susceptible to proof but the BPP had sure gone into a 
steep decline. 

| 

: 

Seidel did not’ ask Clark whether he had done a 

| 
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Seidel again brought up the Seberg matter and 
asked if it had done any good. Clark stated he replied, 
"Maybe." - 

During this conversation, Clark got the general 
impression that perhaps Seidel did not feel that COINTEL 
had been necessary but Clark had argued that it had made 
the BPP more difficult to operate and possibly easier 
for the FBI to investigate. 

Seidel then wanted to know what there was about 
the BPP that caused such a concentration of FBI investi- 
gative attention. Clark pointed out that this would have 
to be answered in the context of time, that at the time the 
program was initiated, there was no doubt that the BPP 
was a violent, racist organization opposing all law enforce- 
ment, attacking officers and generally disturbing one 
tranguility of the community. 

Seidel then went on to discuss the business of 
pressure. Had Special Agent in Charge Charles W. Bates 
and the Bureau put too much pressure on the matter? Clark 
stated there was undoubtedly pressure because everyone 
was interested in doing the best type job possible and 
Finding cut everything possible concerning the BPP. There 
was obvious pressure from the Bureau in the matter and the 
Bureau, in a case like this, could never be satisfied. 
Clark stated that he related that perhaps too much 
pressure had come from the Bureau because he had felt at 
the time he was a supervisor that San Francisco Division 
knew more about the BPP than the Bureau. On the other 
hand, he related that Bureau officials were probably 
under pressure because of the national interest and the 
demands on them in Washington. 

Seidel related that he was interested in ascer- 
taining what Agent would make the best witness to appear 
in Washington to explain and testify concerning COINTEL. 
He specifically requested Clark's recommendation and mentioned 
the names of Special Agents Leo S. Brenneisen of San 
Francisco and Bob Baker of Los Angeles. Clark stated that 
he had countered by suggesting that somebody in Washington 
who directed the program and approved all proposals might 
be a. better witness. 
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Clark recalled that near the first of the inter- 
view, Seidel probably, more to make conversation than to 
obtain information, asked a few questions concerning US : 
and the Republic of North Africa (RNA). He was advised 
that US had not been active in this division and there had 
been no pertinent RNA activity brought to his attention. 
Seidel asked if Ron Karenga of US had visited San Francisco 
and. Clark replied he had no exact recollection of this. 

Seidel talked and asked Clark's opinion onthe 
separation into different agencies of the Bureau's criminal 
and security investigations. Clark stated that he told 
Seidel that in the past he had considered this and felt that 
frankly it might have advantages, and at the same time, 
might have disadvantages. He pointed out that the 
disadvantages were that you could not be sure that it, in 
fact, would work and that if you remove the security 
investigations from the Bureau, you wouid undoubtedly 
lose a great deal, including public support. 

Seidel asked if Clark had worked under former 
SAC Harry Morgan. He advised that he had retired prior to 
the time Morgan was assigned to the San Francisco Division. 

Clark pointed out that during the interview, a 
recorder appeared prominently on his desk, and Seidel 
could, of course, not be sure that it was not in operation, 
although as the duration of the interview lengthened, it 
must have been obvious to Seidel that it was not operating. 

4% 
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/ INTERVIEW OF FORMER (SA WILLIAM A. COHENDE! DY - 

On August 14, 1975, retired former Special Agent: 
William A. Cohendet was interviewed from 9:50 A.M. to 
11:15 A.M. by Lester B. Seidel, Investigator for the U.S. 
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activitd&=(SSC) . 
The interview took place at the Holiday Tnn on Van Ness 
Avenue, San Francisco. 

Mr. Seidel mentioned that he was serving as a 
counsel for the SSC, investigating all phases of the United 
States intelligence community, and he had chosen the Black 
Panther Party and the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) 
as his field. He stated that he was hoping for full 
cooperation on the part of the former Special Agent. 

He was advised that former Special Agent Cohendet 
was willing to cooperate with the committee and he trusted 
that something constructive would come out of the effort 
being put forward. Former Special Agent Cohendet also 
pointed out that in his opinion the Black Panther Party (BPP) 
had been a group devoted to violence, thievery, and fraud, © 
and the committee should realize the type of Subjects with 
whom they are dealing in order to place the investigation 
in its proper framework. 

The first question concerned the former Special 
Agent's background and Bureau service. This was briefly 
furnished. 

Seidel then asked when and how the technical 
surveillances had been installed, who initiated them, and 

-wWho approved then. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conciusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 

‘your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
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The former Special Agent replied that he was 
not party to any of these arrangements and did not know 
any of the details. 

Seidel then asked if former Special Agent 
Cohendet knew the origin and purposes of the COINTEL 
Program. He was informed that the former Agent did not 
know the origin of the program, and said he believed'its 
purposes were those as set forth in the instructions: which 
Seidel had and which spoke for themselves. The former 
Agent admitted that said program at one time had been 

~~,assigned to him but due. to the press of other functions, 
he had been unable to give it a great deal of time and 
felt that during the period that it had been assigned to 
him, it had been largely ineffective. 

Seidel then asked if there was any connection 
between ELSUR and COINTEL and the reply was given that 
obviously there would be if the ELSUR material being 
reviewed could be considered as having any pertinence to 
a COINTEL operation. However, former Special Agent Cohendet 
could not recall having used this material while the case 
was assigned to him, at least to any significant degree. 
Not having the files available made it impossible to 
state positively if there had been any specific instance of use 
of this material. 

Seidel asked as to the possible effectiveness of 
anonymous letters and he was informed that in the opinion 
of the former Agent, such letters, particularly having to 
do with personal infidelity or thievery, which were the 
usual suggested avenues, would have little effect on the 

- recipients who were active in such fields themselves much 
of the time. In the more serious areas of perhaps trying 
to falsely show that an individual was an FBI or police 
informant, the former Special Agent said that the use of 
this technique would not be used for fear of causing bodily 
harm or death to an innocent person due to the well-known 
propensity of the BPP of dealing harshly with any suspected 
deviator let alone informant. 

2 

WW 55160 Doeld:32989641 Page 223 



a. 
i 

o 
rd 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES (SSC) 

INTERVIEW OF FORMER SA WILLIAM A. COHENDET BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

Seidel then asked as to the value of ELSUR to 
the BPP investigation and the former Special Agent stated 
that in his belief it was extremely valuable in many ways. 
For instance, it assisted and gauged the true Huey Newton, 

. his plans, and weaknesses. It was also valuable in esti- 
‘mating the possible effect of a certain COINTEL program 

as possibly suggested by some other office. As a result ° 
of their information, the San Francisco Office usually 
rejected most suggestions as being unlikely to be successful. 

Seidel wondered if ELSUR was not the most 
valuable, single investigative aid that the Bureau had had 
in this investigation, and the former Special Agent agreed 
that he was probably correct. 

Seidel then wondered if the COINTEL proposals 
should be part of some legislation proposed by Congress 
and the former Special Agent replied that the Bureau 
officials, in his opinion, should be allowed to comment 
on this because the fact that the program would be ineffective 
against the BPP might not be a valid argument that it would 
not work to better advantage in other circumstances. 

Former Special Agent Cohendet declined to 
comment on the effectiveness of COINTEL as used against 
the Socialist Workers Party, not having had any experience 
with its use in that field. : 

Seidel then asked about informants and asked if 
there had been any pressure from the Bureau in the develop- 
ment of such sources. Former Special Agent Cohendet 
acknowledged that there certainly had been great pressure 
in this direction, as it was well known that informants were 
a necessary part of any investigation and a police organi-~ 
zation can never give up on this phase of its work no matter 
how difficult the circumstances were in their development. 
In the case of the BPP, the development of informants was 
particularly difficult because of the fear that many persons 
in the ‘black community felt concerning the BPP as well as 
the lack of desire to cooperate against another black 
person. 
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Seidel asked about foreign funds being raised 
and given to the BPP, and former Special Agent Cohendet 
recalled that "Masai”™ Hewitt and others went to. Sweden 
and other countries where the BPP raised money on speech 
making tours. 

Seidel then asked about any investigation of 
| BPP funds and former Special Agent Cohendet said that it 

was his recollection that investigation of BPP funds had 
been undertaken through legal channels but he had no 
personal knowledge of the investigation and declined to 
go further into this field. 

Seidel asked about referrals of Bureau information 
to the Internal Revenue Service and former Special Agent 
Cohendet said that he had no personal knowledge of what 
had been done in this direction. 

Seidel then asked about the affair between 
Actress Jean Seberg and "Masai" Hewitt, which had appeared 
in a Hollywood gossip column and had alleged that Seberg 
had become pregnant by Hewitt. Seidel said that the Los 

. Angeles Office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation had 
| admitted leaking this information to someone in the press. 

Former Special Agent Cohendet knew that this 
couple had been lovers for a brief period but denied any 
knowledge of any leak to the press by either San Francisco 
or Les Angeles. 

Seidel asked if the former Agent thought that 
leaking this type of information was appropriate. No 
comment was offered as to this question. 

Seidel, at the conclusion of the interview, said 
that he had noted that the "faking" of police records as 
suggested had never been undertaken and he observed that he 
believed the COINTEL abuses were being overplayed by the 
press. From what he learned in interviews in San Francisco, 
it seemed to him that the program had been mostly played 
down and indeed, an independent judgment had been exercised 
in the implementation of the program. 
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A general discussion of the BPP ensued in which 
former Special Agent Cohendet reiterated the criminal 

| background and threatening attitude of many of the BPP 
members, their mendacious ways, and their lack of credi- 

_ bility in their public statements. The former Special 
Agent credited the news media with helping to build up 
the BPP beyond its actual strength-and influence. 

Seidel asked about the former Agent's knowledge of the reason 
for the removal of former SAC Harry Morgan from San 
Francisco. He said the only reason he was asking this 
question was in order to avoid embarrassing former SAC 
Morgan when he interviews him concerning his possible 
knowledge of BPP activities sometime in the future. Former 
Special Agent Cohendet had no knowledge as to why 
Mr. Morgan was transferred. 

In summation, Seidel ventured the opinion that he 
thought the ELSUR technique was far moré valuable in the 
carrying out of the investigation of the BPP than the 
COINTEL. Former Special Agent Cohendet had to agree 
to the above observation. 

Former Special Agent Cohendet was not advised 
of any rights that he might have in declining to answer 
any questions and Seidel said he was actually seeking 
witnesses for a possible hearing in Washington, D.C. He 
stated that no names would be mentioned in any write-up 
he would make concerning his interviews. 

5* 
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INTERVIEW OF FORMER {SA DAVID E. TODD ) Gy 
BY SSC STAFF MEMBER 

On August 12, 1975, retired former SA David E. Todd 
was interviewed from 1:00 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. by Lester B. Seidel, 
Investigator for the SSC. The interview took place at the 
Holiday Inn, San Francisco. 

By way of background, in all contacts with Seidel 
previously, former SA Todd has indicated to him great reluctance 
to discuss these matters without clearance from the Bureau, 
and pointed out to Seidel that the Bureau had released former . : 
SA Todd from the Employment Secrecy Agreement for the purpose 
of a staff interview, but Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
did not think it was either his responsibility or his prerogative 
to provide information or make information public; that while 
employed he was acting as an Agent of the Federal Government 
and felt it was the responsibility of the Federal Government to 
provide the information, and that.if the Senate Committee 
desired information from former SA Todd, the questions should 
have been submitted to him in writing, and his answers should 
have been made in writing and first forwarded to the FBI, and 

‘then after the FBI determined it advisable to make these answers 
available to the Committee, that would have been the proper 
channel. 

Seidel pointed out the Committee and the Bureau had 
made an agreement whereby the Bureau would make Agents available 
to the Committee for interview. Former SA Todd pointed ott to 
Seidel that he is not in the category of an Agent, being a 
retired Agent, and at this point there was no additional discussion 
on this matter. 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions’ of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside 
your agency. 
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Seidel was also told that nothing that was said by 
former SA Todd should be interpreted as being critical of 
the Counterintelligence Program (COINTEL) itself, and that if 
the Bureau felt that such a Program was necessary in the interest 
of national defense, he had carried it out in the best way he 
saw fit, and that in recommending against specific proposals 
as being impractical or inadvisable, these recommendations were 
against the specific incidents recommended and not against the 
Program as a whole. 

Seidel's first questions dealt with former SA Todd's 
background and the extent of his Bureau service, and whether 
he had worked security or criminal matters. Former SA Todd 
gave him chronologically the offices in which he had served 
in the Bureau, and stated he had been associated from 1952 to 
1956 with the Domestic Intelligence Division, Washington, D.C., 
and had become Supervisor in San Francisco in December, 1969, 
of the Black Panther Party (BPP), and that during his Bureau 
career he had worked both criminal and security matters. 

Seidel asked the name of the squad which was originally 
the Racial Squad, and subsequently changed to Extremist Matters, 
and he asked whether the work was strictly intelligence, or 
whether it combined intelligence or criminal work. It was 
pointed out Bombing Matters were originally being handled on 
this Squad for a period of time, and that both the criminal 
activities of the Panthers, as well-.as intelligence activities, 
were combined in the assignment. 

. Seidel then asked when the technical surveillances on 
the Panthers were installed. Former SA Todd replied that they 
were functioning at the time he was appointed Supervisor. Seidel 
then asked how was the technical surveillance related to the 
COINTEL, if at all, and specifically whether information coming 
from the technical surveillance was used in carrying out the 
COINTEL. Former SA Todd advised that he Could not recall 
specifically what was done in either Program without reviewing 
the files and comparing the information therein with the source. 
Seidel seemed very interested in this, but actually the question 
could not be answered on the basis of recollection alone, and 
was not. 
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Seidel then asked how would the Panther COINTEL 
be defined with regard to aims, techniques and results. The 
answer to this was that the aims were to counter generally the 
revolutionary objectives and activities of the Panthers. The 
question concerning techniques was left unanswered, and as 
far as results go, former SA Todd told Seidel that he did not 
feel there had been any great results from the Program as it was 
pursued in the San Francisco Office, but he could not speak 
for the rest of the Program as far as the Bureau is concerned. 

Seidel asked whether the Agents working the criminal 
aspects of the BPP received information that was received from 
a technical source, and he was told procedures by which 
information had been routed to them in their cases, and that at 
the time we operated these technical surveillances, we felt they 
had been installed lawfully, and that the information received 
could be used. 

Seidel asked whether there was a great deal of pressure 
put on the San Francisco Office for the development of informants. 
He was told yes, that informants were the backbone of good law 
enforcement and the Bureau constantly urged better informant 
coverage. 

Seidel asked if there had been similar pressure placed 
on the office in the COINTEL, and former SA Todd replied that 

f he did not feel that any great pressure had been put on the 
office to carry out this Program, but that the Bureau had recom- 
mended the Program, however, had left it up to the office 
pretty much as to how it should be carried out. 

rs Seidel asked whether the Program had been successful 
in causing dissen¥ion within the Party. Former SA Todd told 
him that he did not feel this had been particularly effective 
in any way, and that causing dissen¥ion had not been a primary 
objective of the Program in the San Francisco Office, and that 
the policy had been to use the Program for primarily two 
purposes: 1) for the purpose of developing informants by. 
attempting to dissuade them from their loyalties to the Party; 
and 2) to make representations to Panthers for whom outstanding 
arrest warrants had been issued in order to flush them out so 
they could be apprehended. 
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Seidel asked specifically about the COINTEL involving 
the Breakfast Program, and was told a recommendation had been 
made for putting some kind of .contamination in the Breakfast 
Program food, and that this office had felt this extremely 
inadvisable and recommended against it, and it was not carried 
out here. 

Former SA Todd was also asked about a COINTEL 
proposal relating to "The Black Panther" newspapers, and was 
told that such a proposal had been made involving saturating 
the papers with a foul smelling fish o1i11 or some substance, 
however, we recommended against this as it would serve no purpose. 

Seidel was advised that the San Francisco policy had 
been to recommend against harassment, per se, and also recommended 
against leaking information to the press. Seidel then raised 
the question about the incident where Huey P. Newton's high 
standard of living was given to the press, and he was told 
that this fell into the category of informant development on 
the basis it was felt that if those Panthers who were living 
practically in poverty could realize what Newton's standards 
of living were, it might change their allegignce to him and 
they could be contacted for informant purposes. 

Seidel was also told that in this phase of the 
COINTEL, it was former SA Todd's recollection that this infor- 

: mation regarding Newton's high standard of living had been 
disseminated by informants, and that the press was well aware 
of Newton's standards of living without having to make this 
information available to them. 

: Seidel asked what the instructions had been from the 
Bureau in carring out the COINTEL. Former SA Todd told Seidel 
that he had reviewed this file after being appointed Supervisor, 
but could not recall -specifically what the Bureau instructions 
were. The only other instructions: received were at a two day 
conference in Washington, D.C., on BPP matters conducted by 
former Assistant to the Director William Sullivan, and Section 
Chief George Moore, at which time it was pointed out that the 
Bureau desired the COINTEL to be coordinated with the Bureau, 
but that former SA Todd did not recall any firm prohibition against 

(NW 55160 Docld:32989641 Page 230 a Se 



a esse oe ge te ~ oi ‘3 

a a x 

SSC; 
INTERVIEW OF FORMER 
SA DAVID E. TODD BY 
SSC STAFF MEMBER 

——— 

taking certain actions without Bureau authority, and that the 
field had some leeway in what they did, but, in general, offices 
made proposals to the Bureau with copies to San Francisco 
prior to taking any action. Seidel asked why San Francisco 
got copies of all proposals, and was told this was because 
San Francisco was office of origin in the BPP case and other 
offices were required to furnish a copy of all correspondence. 

Seidel then asked to what extent Special Agent in 
Charge Charles W. Bates had knowledge of the COINTEL as it 
related to the BPP, and he was told that former SA Todd could 
not speak for Bates and his knowledge would be dependent upon 
how carefully he read incoming mail and reviewed files, and 
former SA Todd had no knowledge as to what extent Bates did this. 

Seidel was told that under the supervisory setup in the 
office at the time, former SA Todd felt it was his responsibility 
to direct this Program in San Francisco and not Bates. 

Seidel indicated that out of his investigation in the 
hearings, undoubtedly there would be some legislation coming 
out of Congress that would either enable or prohibit such 
things as the COINTEL, and he stated that was one reason he 
was asking concerning its effectiveness, and wondered what former 
SA Todd would recommend. Seidel was told that former SA Todd 
felt it essential that the Government should have the right to 
defend itself against individuals and groups who advocate 
violent revolution or who are aligned with foreign powers, 
and that there was a need for some sort of legislation within 
the framework of constitutional government which would enable 
the government to do this; but, of course, it should be done 
under. proper control. Seidel asked for suggestions as to what 
sort of control, and was told that this was a matter for 
Congress to decide, but perhaps Congress should look into some 
legislation similar to wiretap legislation, where the responsi- 
bility is upon a Federal judge to issue a warrant. 

Former SA Todd had prepared a brief summary of what 
he recalled of the activities of the BPP, and he made a copy of 
this available to Seidel. Former SA Todd also had made a 
chronology to assist him in answering questions, together with 
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some notes concerning COINTEL policy, former SA Todd's general 
recollection of matters, gquestions' of law regarding agent - 
principi$ privileged information problems, ongoing litigation 
and national defense, and informants and sources. Seidel asked 
for a copy of this chronology and this, too, was given to him. 

Seidel expressed great interest in receiving the one 
page summary of the Panthers' activities, and stated that he 
had chosen the Panthers for a case study, and he seemed more 
interested in this than in the COINTEL. He also indicated that 
there might be future interviews and that former SA Todd might 
be called as a witness before the Committee at a later date. 

At the outset of the interview, Seidel asked whether 
former SA Todd desired his rights be read to him. Former 
SA Todd told him that since he did not interpret this as a 
custodial interview, and it was his understanding Seidel had no 
police power, that he could forego reading the rights. 

Former SA Todd did not feel it was necessary to 
consult with a Bureau representative at this time. 

The above information was furnished by former SA Todd 
voluntarily and was not solicited. 

6x 
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Approximate 
Dates ; 

Dee. 1969 

Feb, 1970 

May 1970 
Aug 1970 
Aug 1970 

Jan 1971 

Feb 1971 

March 197 1. 

Aoril 1971 
Avril 1971 
May 1971 

August 1971 
August 1971 
August 1971 

AGENT-PRINCIPAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION: 

". 
pt ” enamels earth tinlewnntniatrie Salicteie eit 

i aed " oj 

Qrouguocr © 

Designated supervisor. Reviewed Cointelpro file. 
No recollection of any actions by 5S. F. in file. 

Conference in Washington, D.C. Briefed on Baltimore 
Black Panther murder. Cointelpro discussed, 

Cointelpro letter. Suggestion rejected by S. F, 
Marin Court shootout (Jonathan Jackson-~Judge Haley) 
Cleaver released from prison, 

be 

Letters to Algeria to vrovoke Cleaver to return to 
U. S. so arrest could be effected. 

Newton becomes Supreme Commander, Cleaver expelled. 

Robert Webb murder. 

Sam Napier murder. 
Two New York police officers wounded, 
Four New York police officers murdered, 

George Jackson killed in prison breek attempt. 
Officer Kowalski murder attempt - Washington & 
DS. #.:- Ingleside Station atteck ~ Officer Young murdered, 

Dec, 197 i Retired, 

~ COINTELPRO; Recommended against many proposals, 
: Avproved recommendation to try to induce Cleaver 

to return to U. 5. 
_, Would have apvoroved actions to persuade Panthers 

- to change loyalty from Party and become informants, but 
cannot recall any specific ones, 

Would not have apnroved any proposals solely for 
harrassment or for leaking information to press; there mist have been some bona fide investigative purpose 
behind proposal before considering it,- : 

RECOLLECTION: Recall only generalities, Requested if could review 
Bureau files vrior to interview. This was denied, 
Cannot testify with any specificity without review 
of files, 

Sensitive techniques 
Informants % Sources 
Ongoing Investigations 
Foreign Intelligence 
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e 6 of 

Ongoing litigation: Panthers v, FBI & IRS, USDC, S&S. F. Civil rights. 

National Defense: Documents reviewed were classified. 
, Does executive branch have right to defend 

nation against advocates of revolution (public 
interest issue), 

Informants & sources: Cannot revéal. (Includes information 
that might reveal identity.) o,f 

provide or 
Neither my responsibility nor my prerogative i Sg this information 
public. I was acting as an agent of the Federal government, and it’: 
4s responsibility of government to provide the information 

Any questions should be submitted in writing and my answers in 
writing should be forwarded to FBI end if FBI deems it advisable 

| to make these answers available to Committee, that should be 
proper channel, 
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The investig&¥ion of the Black Panther é... was a 
National. Defense matter, Information on file points to colla- 
bhoration hogs 1 foreign powers by leaders of the Party. 

<r the two-year period in which I supervised 
the investigation there were strong liaisons between Black Panthers 
and dissident groups abroad as well as with the governments of 
foreign nations, The Black Panthers had support and/or branches 
in France, Germany and Scandinavia, and were international in 
Scope, Eldridge Cleaver, wanted on felony warrants, had been 
granted asylum in Algeria and with his entourage was residing 
in a villa provided by the Algerian government, During this 
period he made at least one trip to- tioscow, Russia, Several 
Black Panthers travelled to Cuba, Huey Newton, in 1971, travelled 
to Red China by way of Canada and Hong Kong at the invitation ; 
of the Chinese government at a time when the United States had 
no di opliinatic relations with them, 

At the time I began serving as suvervisor in late 1969, 
the Black Panther Party was under co-leadership of Huey Newton, 
then confined to vrison in California, and Eldridge Cleaver, living . 
in exile in Algeria, The Black Panther Party, both in the news- 
paper it oublished weekly at San Francisco, and in public statements 
by its officers and leaders , advocated violent revolution; it 
publisned instructions on guerrilla warfare, directions for the use 
of weanons, end vrinted detailed drav ‘rings and instructions on 
the manufacture of bombs and explosive devices, and it agitated 
ovenly for the murder of police officers, The term "off the 
pigs,’ which means "kill the police," was a Black Panther catche 
phrase, The history of the Black Panther Party during the period 
IT acted as supervisor is replete with incidents of murder, violence 
and inciting to revolution, The revolutionary quotation of Mao - 
Tse-Tung, "Solitical power grows out of the barrel of a gun," 
became a Black Panther motto, 

Sometime in early 1971 a svlit occurred in the Black 
Panther. Party, Huey Newton, following his release from prison 

- 4n 1970, gained control of one faction headquartered in Berkeley, 
| California, and he broke openly with zldridge Cleaver, publicly 
| expelling Cleaver and Cleaver's lieutenants from the Party, The - 

Newton faction thereafter gradually took a more moderate approach, 
' advocating social change through comnunity service in place of its 
prior profile of violence, No change was noted in the policies of 
the Cleaver faction directed from Algiers, and it continued to 
advocate violent revolution; it began publication in New York 
of its own newspaver oroclaiming its revolutionary policies; and 
followers belonging to this faction continued to commit crimes of 
violence, 

The following crimes of violence attributed to the Cleaver 
faction of the Black Panthers have been documented in the. book "Target 
Blue," by former Deputy Police Commissioner Robert Daley of New York 
City (Dell Publishing Coes Ine., 1973): 

Ambush attacks against police officers which resulted in 
7 officers murdered, 3 wounded, and one attempted murder thwarted, which 
led to the solution of tne other cases and established these attacks 
to be a nationwide conspiracy; and the murder of two Newton-faction 
Black Pantherse qe 
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PAGE TWO NY 1”6-140601 CONFIDENTIAL 

VuKIvG The Time THAT JAKFa WAS ReLATING TO MILLER INFORMATION 

ABOUT His ASSOCIATION WITH SAS WILLIS AND GAMbER AND HIS RELATIONSHIP 

WaTH THE WI, SRNATOR CHURCH, THe CHAIRMAN OF SSC10, ENTERED MILLER'S 
OFF iCk AND BECAMA VeRY MUCH INTRRESTED IN JAFFE "S STATAMENTS. JAFFE 

TOLD MILLER THAT WHEN HE RETURNev FROM HONG KUNG (SOURCE BELIEVES 

tHis TO BE IN 1966 1965), He LeARNeD THAT HE WAS "FINGKRED” bY A 

riGhLY REGARDED SOVIeT ve Fe CT UR WHO TOLD AN FoI OFFICIAL IN WASHINGTON, 

DG THAT WHILi IN mwOSCOW, Usor, ie SAW SAM JAFFE'S NAME ON A PIECE OF 

PAPEX ON THe veSK UF A HIGHLY PLACED KGb OFFICER. SHEA TOLD SOURCE 

THAL JARRE LWICATED TU WILLeR THAT THIS SUVInT DEFECTOR's NAME | 

WAS PewkOVSKIY (SHA PRUNUUNCEy THIS NAWE AS PENTKOVSKIY). SOURCE 

dNQUaKED OF SHeA Tr THIS WAS The SAM& PeRSUN WHO IS THe SUbJECT OF 

‘Tae pOUK "PENKOVSKIY'> PaPekS", AN SHEA RePLInD "THAT'S THE ONE". Ku 

 grtwA Dip WOT INDAICATZ ZU SOURCs HOW JAFFe pbECAME AWARE OF HIS 

chive "sf LwuGeRev" oY The sOVIgT were CIUR OR WHeN THE SOVIET BEFECTOR 

DAW JAtin’s NAME ON THe DeSk OF A KGS OFFICER IN wWOSCOW. JAPFE TOLD 

MILLin THAT THe rol, UPON LEARNING THAT INFORMATION, YELT THAT JAFFE 

Was A “DOUBLE AGENT" be CAUsk OF THe CUOLNESS OF BLIREAU PERSONNEL 

TQWARD Hit WHeN He ReTURNeD TU THe UNIT&D STAT&ES FRUM HONG KONG. be (4) 

| | LUNE ic aie, 
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JAKFE TOLD MILLER THAT EVeR SINCE HIS RETURN FROM HONG KONG, 

rit CAWNUT HOLD A JOB, AND beLIeVies THe FoI IS THE CAUSE OF HIS 

Pau uCAMiewl se JAFFe IS OF THe OPINION THAT THE Fel IS BEING 

Viw CT iV TOWARD His IN PURSUING THIS MATTER AND De PRIVING HIM OF 

MAKING A LiViL HOOD. (tu) 

| SOURCE TOLD SH&A THAT He viv NUT FeL THAT THERE WAS ANY 

SUSTANCE TO JAFFE'S STAT utenT THAT The Kol WAS BEING VINDICT1VE 

U2 KESPOWSibLe FOR JAFRE’ > Ubu PL Yite wT PRUBLEN E(u) 

pHtA TULv sOURCe THAT is SPENT ABLUT F1Vi HOURS DURING THE PAST 

Wo Kiem LWERVIEWING JAFF& ABOUT THe AbUVE MATTER» SHEA TOLD SOURCE 

PrAl His HAD bie ASSIGNeD TO This WATT®R bECAUSE UF TWO REASONS. 

the #ikoT KUASON b&ING THAT SeNATUR CHURCH WAS INTERESTED IN THE 

WALTER At THe S&kCOND REASON BEING THAT EVEN THOUGH JAFFE'S 

IwFORNAL JUN IS OUTSIWe THu SCOPE OF SSCIO"S INVESTIGATION, IT IS 

LOOKinG 1NfO0 The WAITER TU DeTERMInk IF JAFFE'S STATEMENTS ARE TRUE 

Aw IF 90, DeTuRMIve IF LEGISLATION SHOULD BE PROPOSED TO ELIMINATE 
aes OR GURTAIL SUGH VIWICAive Practices. YX(u) 

SOURCE ADVISSD THAT IN RESPONSE TU SHuA’S QUESTIONS, HE TOLD 

SnoA THAD He AND GANDER FIRST APPROACHED JAFFE WHEN JAFFE WAS Ka) 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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buPLOYeu BY THe UNITED NATAONS IN NeW YORK CITY WYC) AS A 

WUKRESPOWENE. SOURCE TOLD SHeA THAT IN ADDITION TO JAFFE, HE AND 

GAMER TALKED TO MANY PoUPL&i ASSGCIAT&D WITH THe UNITED NATIONS, AND 

THAS PRIOR TO TAL KING TU JAKFiy A DACKGROUND INVESTIGATION WAS 

COtiy UCinw ON JAFFe.e SUURCE TOLD sHeA Tnal TO THe pbiST OF HIS 

Ke COLLe Cl iON, WO IN-vaPTh BACKGRU UND INVESTIGATION OF JAFFE WAS 

UU w ULT BD ; DHEA ASKED sUURCa IF JAFFe HAD SIGNED A STATEMENT TO THE 

errec! THAC He WOULD Kee P COWFIue MT IAL HIS RELATIONSHIP WITH THE 

Hie oOURCE TULD SHEA THAT He Dues WOT RECALL IF JAFFE SIGNED SUCH 

A olalemidnt , oUT THAT te RECALLev THAT THe MATTER OF CONF WENTIALITY 

WAS DISCUSSED WITH JAFFue X(4) 

SUURCK TOLD JAFFE THAT be AW GAMBER WERE PRIMARILY INTERESTED 

IN JAFFa"S sOVinT CONTACTS IN THe UNITED STATES, HOWEVER, WHENEVER 

JArFu Went AbRUAD, He WAS INTERVieWnD ON HIS RETURN TU THe UNITED 

ST Ale TO viTeRM Ive IF Hi HAD ANY CONTACTS WITH SOVILTS WHILE 

AbKUAU. SHEA INQUIRED L* WHoN JAFFe WewT ABROAD, PARTICULARLY TO 

The Usok, Is The. FoI wADe HIm AVAILAbLe TO THe CIA FOR OPERATIONS. 

—— pOURCe TOLD Hea THAT He HAD NO INFORMATION IN THAT REGARD» (4) 
| pieA TOLD SOURCE THAT He HAD NO INSTRUCT IONS TO INTERV IkW 

s FURPEK sPECIAL AGENT GAtiwek REGARDING THIS WATTER, AND ADDED THAT S(u) 
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PAGS Five. WY 1059-14606] | CONF ITDENT IAL 

Ablen fe SUbM ITS THe RestikLTs OF HIS INTERVIEW WITH THE SOURCE , HE 

WAY n&ChiVe AN AssIGNunnT TO InTekKVieW GANBER. SOURCKR TOLD SHEA 

SHAd GANDER ReT iRaD FROM Tae eI IN 1979, ANY IS NOW EMPLOYED AS A 

Vite PResiwe Nt UF WeLLS FPARGU IN ATLANTA, GeORGIA. SOURCE ADVISED 

TrAl na nAS WOT ADVISED GAMbeR UF HIS CONTACT WITH SHEA, AND DOES 

NOL FLAN TQ DU SO. SUURCO Abbe THAT He HAD NO OsJeECI IONS. IF THE 

bUXLAU veolkns 10 NUT Ley GAlUbur THAT SOURCe HAS BEEN INTERVIEWED 

REGARD inG JARFE. oOURCK ADVIanvD THe INTERVIEWING PERSONNEL THAT IT 

WAS His OP IwION THAT GAMbBeR WOULD be CONTACT“£D BY A REPRESENTATIVE 

Or odllO KeGARDiwe THs JAFP2 mATTerR, SINCE JAFF2'S STATRMENTS 

PexTAIn TO A PeRUD OF Limes WHeN SUURCK WAS ReTIkeD AND JAFFE Was 

HAWLLD bY. GAMBEK tv (U4) 

phi A InwQUikny IF JAbFe WAS PAIv ANY MONEY BY THe FoI. SOURCE 

TULD SruA THAT JARP2 WAS WUT Pally FUR HIS SERVICES RewoseReD, oul 

WAS Ke TabDURSEY FOR AWY BAP2NSES JAKE INCURRED IN Du. VELOP ING 

LwFOntal ION *OK THe Fo. Xe (u) 

SOUKCR STAC KU THAT SHA UALY VISCUSSD The ABOVE WATTER » AND NO 
Olnih CUPLCS WORe ULSCUSSEY se SUURCE AVV2D THAT SHRA VID NOT MENTION 

AWY Of beR IWVeSTAIGATIUN OF Tne bo, NUR Div Re bias NT ION ANY OTHER 

WAillas Ur rbRmgk OR CURRENT omPLUYenS UF THe Folse SOURCE ADVISED THAT KAu) 

-UNFIDENTIAL 
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Siwh TOLD Him THAT He WAY CALL UPON SUURCK AGAIN FOR FURTHER 

iwWrORWiaT 40W REGARVING JAFKe. SOURCE TULY INTERVIEWING PERSONNEL 

THAL hs WOULD PROWPTLY abVIse THe NYO SHOULD Hi AGAIN BE CONTACTED 

bY A REPReSsTATIVe OF SSCIO. SOURCE STATED THAT He vID NOT ASK 

Aw He viv’ NOT FURNISH SHeA A SIGNED STATEMENT. (i) | 

SOUXCe ADVISED THAT THe LAST Tite He SAW JAFFE WAS ON jANUARY 

Zi) 197%, WHew He weT JAFRE AT JUHW Fe Ku NNEDY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

GrKiAd. obURCe STATeu THAT JAFre ON THAT OCCASION WAS AN AMERICAN 

pROAUCAdT aa COMPANY (A6C) CORRE SPUWUe NT COVERING THE PAN AMERICAN 

IWAUGURAL 747 FLIGHT FROM JFKIA TU LUNDUN, EWGLAND. XY (u) | 

SUUXCR STAT#D THAT ON THIS UCCASIUN, JAFFE WAS VERY FRIENDLY 

AW SHOWED wO ANIMOSITY TOWARD THe SUURCe. sOURCH ADDED THAT THE 

rbi WAS wUI vIStUSsED DURING THIS MeETING, NUR WAS THEIR PREVIOUS 

ROLAL LUN 5niP MNT TONG DURING The okIeF CONVERSATION. W/(u) 

EW e 

riOL. 
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& UNEFED: STATES GOVERNMENT 
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ile” 

(in phe L - Me. Mintz . Ace HL, Memorandum — +> wr. wennat1 ee: 
(Attn: Mr. Cregar) Comp. Syst. 

ke a, Ll - Mrs. Metcalf Sane NeE ET 
: Mr. J. B,“Adams DATE: * 8/20/75 Gein tay: -\ 

l- Mr. Hotis apis 

Ll - Mr. lh WA 
FROM es C oun S ft Ester tory 

ZL iyo LN? pete 

suBJEcT: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL \i oe 
COMMITTEE REQUESTS Telephone Rm. 

Director Sec’y _. i 

3 = 
The purpose of the memorandum is to set forth in 

summary form the requests we have received from various Com- 
mittees in Congress and the status of our replies. 

Ce + =f f° v 

enate Select Committee on oe 2 OA 
titel tigence Activities (Church s Committee) a 

= - VAY 

' Date of Request — Nature of Request - Status ~ 4 KL 

aN 
Letter, 7/14/75 Material pertaining to Response eRe 

; 
Martin Luther King. 

Letter, 8/5/75 Request for FBI materials 
with respect to surreptitious 
entries. 

Letter, 8/7/75 Request for briefing re- 
garding mail openings. 

Letter, 8/8/75 Request for materials 
relating to mail 
surveillance. 

DATE _sfu/3___ BY 52%, HEREIN 1S UNCLASSIFIED Letter, 8/12/75 Request that FBI provide 
. third-agency clearance of 
FBI materi Aefpossessed by 
IRS. eM 

Request for access to 
“wIMaterials pertaining to 
organized crime. 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

Letter, 8/13/75 

Letter, 8/13/75 

4 \O(D 

Request for. underlying 
materials related to 
Department of Justice file 

—#$82-46-5. 

v, SEP 1g 1929 
ye WS 

CONTINUED 

v 
1; 329896 

REC-IO LX -//O375- 

Buy US. Sapjngs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 

SA 
Response being 
rere) 

Brie£é ing eT 
8/18/75. 

Response being 
prepared. 

e 

ee a ae Response being 
prepared. 

44 
ReS$potis 

Pegpaee 
Response “be ing 
prepared. 

| 
- OVER 



Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL 

* COMMITTEE REQUESTS 

Committee on the Judiciary 
y's Committee) 

Date of Request Nature of Request © ' Status 

Letter, 7/25/75 Request concerns. limited Response. being 
message~-switching im- prepared. — 
plementation plan. 

subcommittee on Postal Facilities, Mail, and 

Date of Request - ‘Nature of Request ' Status 

Letter, 8/6/75 Request ‘pertaining to Response delivered. 
mail openings. 

Subcommittee on Government Information and 
Individual Rights | 

Committee on Government Operations (Abzug's Committee) 

‘Date of Request: ‘ Nature -of Request Status » 

Letter, 8/16/75 Request for waiver of Response being 
former SA George A. Berley prepared. 
to respond to questions re- 
garding non-court-ordered 
surreptitious. entries. 

Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties and the 
. Administration of Justice | 
Committee on the Judiciary (Kastenmeier's Committee) 

‘Date of Request jj Nature of Request - Status - 
\ 

Letter, 8/6/75 | Request pertaining to the Response. being 
National Security Index. prepared. 

s 

CONTINUED - OVER 

4, 
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Legal Counsel to Mr.. Adams 
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL 

COMMITTEE REQUESTS 

ee? oo . i, Oe a a ee | a ne oe n,n er 2 ee ae | 

Date of Request ‘Nature of Request Status 

Letter, 7/22/75 All documents and materials ‘Department decided 
provided to the Senate Select 8/19/75 to make SSC 
Committee to Study Govern- material available 
mental Operations and request for review in Bureau 
for all materials related to space. 

. budgetary authority. 

Letter, 7/28/75 Inguiry to. encompass all - Partial response 
| aspects. of the FBI budget © prepared. 

as it relates to gathering, ) 
.use and dissemination of 
intelligence. 

Letter, 8/11/75 Request for briefing of Briefing held with | 
Assistant Director .HSC Staff Members 
Wannall on general on 8/18/75. 
operations of the In- 
telligence Division. 

Letter, 8/19/75 ° Request for information Response delivered 
. concerning Bureau . to the Department. 
informants. ° 

Letter, 8/19/75 Request (7/22/75) all Response. being 
_ documents provided to SSC; prepared. 
(7/22/75) General Counsel's 
opinions of authorities; 
(7/29/75) most current FBI 
organizational chart; (7/30/75) 
access to all FBI information 
provided to GAO; and (8/13/75) 
proposed FBI guidelines. 

: Letter, 8/19/75 Request for materials relat~ Response being 
| ing to wiretaps and electronic prepared. 

surveillance. 

CONTINUED -. OVER 

YoY 

* 
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
RE: STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CONGRESSIONAL 

COMMITTEE REQUESTS 

‘Date of Request “Nature of Request - Status 

Letter, 8/19/75 Request for. current ° Response. being 
. Bureau organizational prepared. 
chart. 

Hearings - 

‘Date of Request Nature of Request Status 

ORALLY | 4122 los Request to arrange testimony Date of testimony 
before Subcommittee on Postal has not been 
Facilities, Mail, and Labor established. 
Management of the Post Office 
and Civil Service Committee 
concerning mail covers and mail 
openings. 

Anticipated Hearings 

We have been informally advised that there will be 
hearings before the Senate Select Committee on mail openings 
sometime in September and the House Select Committee hearings 
are scheduled for sometime during the first week of October. 
The topic for the House Select Committee hearings is not known. 

' RECOMMENDATION : 

For information. wf? 

NW 55160 Docld: 32989641 Page 245 
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Page Paragraph Question 

(3) if not, please explain. 
(4) if so, does the FBI assert that 

the same assumption of continuing 
| intelligence investigations would 

apply to individuals or groups 
lacking the same or similar proven 

“violent background? 
(5) if yes, please explain both in 

general and with specific reference 
to any support provided by the 
Coyne letter. 

J 18 2 A. Who, if anyone, has disputed that “such 
matters as domestic terrorism certainly 
affect the internal security and 
national welfare * * *,"? 

| B. How was the armed attack on the 
. President (Truman?) connected with the 

Coyne letter? 

18 3 A. With reference to page 1 of the 
report to the NSC dated Mar. 5, 1954: 
(1) Does an overall reading of this 

page reasonably convey the impres- 
sion that program objectives were 
designed to protect against sub- 
version by domestic groups that 
might be directed, or controlled 

. by a foreign power? 
(2) «If yes, and since "the IIC members 

recognize their responsibility as 
assigned by the Directives * * *", 
does this mean that the Directives 
apply to only such domestic groups 
and the members recognized this © 
limitation? If not, please explain. 

(3) rf ACI) is no, please explain 
giving specific consideration to 

the necessity for the first 3 
paragraphs on the page and the 
need to integrate domestic and 
foreign intelligence.(See goal 1.) 

25 . A. Do Mr. Hoover's Nov. 6, 1958 comments 
concerning the usurpation of jurisdic- 
tion from local authorities indicate 
his belief that the FBI was not 
and should not be a national police 
force responsible for maintaining law 

ss. TOs 
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Page Paragraph ? Question 

aca order throughout the couniry? 
B. Was it ever the FBI's position that it 

was not and/or did not desire to be a 
national police? . 

C. Is crime prevention through the gathering 
. of intelligence a police function? 
D. If not, please explain. 
E. If yes, how do the FBI's domestic intelli- 

gence gathering activities differ from 
the usual police function? 

F, If there is no substantive difference, 
does this mean the FBI, in the area of 
domestic intelligence gathering, now con- 
stitutes and performs as a national 
police force? 

G. If not, please explain. 

26 1- A. Is the Emergency Detention Law (EML) the 
same as Subchapter II of the Internal 
Security Act of 1950? (ISA)? 

B. Mr. Hoover's testimony (Emergency Supple- 
mental Appropriations Bill, 1940, at 
304) indicates that the FBI maintained a 
list or index of subversive individuals 
prior to the enactment of the ISA: 
(1) What did the FBI call this list or 

index? 
(2) Did the list contain the names or 

individuals Werner or not potentially 
dangerous? 

CG. Did the EML/ISA specifically require the 
FBI to maintain a list of potentially 
dangerous subversives? 
(1) I£ so, how did the EML/ISA list 

differ from the subversive list 
already being maintained by the FBI? . 

(2) If there were differences between 
the two lists, what criteria was 
used to determine whether to list . 
an individual on the EML/ISA index? 

(3) If there were no significant 
differences between the lists, why 
was the EML/ISA list necessary aside 

from any statutory requirement? 

~ 11 - 
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Page Paragraph Question 

D. When and under what authority was Sub- 
chapter II of the ISA repealed? 

E. Identify the specific criminal statutes 
covering acts of expionage or sabotage? 

: F. Did the ISA ever provide for the emer- 
gency detention of individuals who might 
possibly commit, or conspire to commit, 
acts other than espionage or sabotage? 
(1) If so, please identify such other 

 .acts. : 
(2) If not, did the EML/ISA list ever 

contain the names of individuals 
who might engage in subversive 

‘ activities other than expionage or 
sabotage? - 

(3) If so, what authority permitted 
their inclusion on the EML/ISA list? 

27 2 A. Is the Domestic Intelligence Division 
mentioned in Mr. Hoover's memorandum of 
May 11, 1961, an FBI or DOJ division? 

2/ 3 A. Besides the memorandum of Attorney 
General Clark, dated Sept. 14, 1967, con- 

cerning urban riot activity: 
(1) How many other specific case-by-case 

instructions regarding domestic 
intelligence investigative matters 
have been received from the Attorney 
General or DOJ? 

(2) When were such instructions received? 
(3) What were the subject matter of the 

instructions? 
(4) Please provide copies of such 

instructions. 

28 2 A, '"* * * the FBI gradually came to be 
assigned intelligence investigations out- 
Side the foreign controlled espionage and 
sabotage matters * *« *"; 
(1) Does this sentence mean that initiall 

the FBI had authority to only conduct 
intelligence operations of those 
domestic organizations or individuals 
that were controlled by or connected 
with a foreign power and could 

‘ possible be used for espionage or 
| sabotage? 

- 12 - | 
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Page Paragraph Question 

(2) If not, please explain. 
(3) If so, what document (describe 

and give date) enlarged the FBI's 
authority so that it could conduct 
investigations regarding "other 
intelligence matters affecting 
the internal security * * *,". 

29 1 A. Does 28 U.S.C. 533(1) provide the 
statutory basis for the FBI's investi- 
gation of criminal violations in the 
internal security area? 

B. If not, what is the statute that 
provides such authority? 

C Exactly when did the FBI begin to use 
its statutory authority to conduct 
criminal investigations as a basis for 
its domestic intelligence operations? 

: . 30 1 A. Does the FBI view Attorney General 
| Clark's Sept. 14, 1967 memorandum as 

a directive to: 
(1) Provide information of possible 

criminal violations resulting 
from riots that had already 
occurred, or 

| " (2) Engage in a continuing intelligence 
Operations with respect to black 
nationalist groups, or 

(3) Engage in continuing intelligence 
Operations with respect to any 
extremist group or individual? 

| B. If none of the above, what is the 
| ' import of the memorandum? — 

C. Did this memorandum constitute additiona: 
authority for the FBI to conduct domestia 

i , intelligence investigations? 
: D. If so, what additional authority in 

this area is conveyed to the FBI? 

30 2 A. Does the FBI view the Feb. 18, 1969 
DOJ memorandum as constituting any 
additional authority for the FBI to 
engage in domestic intelligence 
investigations? 

-~ 13 -. 
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Question 

Tf so, what additional authority. .in this 
area is conveyed to the FBI? 

The “President's proclamation" mentioned 
by Mr. Hoover on Nov. 30, 1939, during 
his testimony on the Emergency Supple- 
mental Appropriations Bill, 1940, at 304: 
(1) Is the "President's proclamation" 

the Sept. 6, 1939 Presidential 
Directive? 

(2) If not, to what does "President's 
proclamation" refer? Please provide 
copy if not already provided. 

What were the "national defense statutes” 
referred to in Mr. Hoover's testimony, 
Supra? 
In his testimony, supra, did Mr. Hoover 

- ever detail what activities constituted 

a ee 

"subversive activities * * * or any _ 
activities that are possibly detrimental 
to the internal security of the United 
States"? 
If so, please provide copy of such 
testimony. 
If not, how could Congress at that time 
know or appreciate what the FBI was 
actually doing in the area of domestic 
intelligence investigations. 

During Mr. Hoover's testimony on Jan. 5, 
1940, on the Justice Department Appro- 
priations Bill, 1940, at 153, did Mr. 
Hoover ever explain what constituted 
“being active in any subversive activity 
or in movements detrimental to the 
internal security"? 
If so, please provide copy of such 
testimony. 
If not, how could Congress at that time, 
know or appreciate in detail what the 
FBI was doing in the area of domestic 
intelligence investigations? 
Mr. Hoover's testimony of June 6, 1940 on 
the Supplemental National Defense Appro- 
priation, 1941, at 180, mentions a - 
National Defense Division. Is this the 
successor division to the Intelligence 
Division mentioned in Mr. Hoover's testi- 
mony of Jan. 5, 1940, at 153? 

2 “ 
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Page Paragraph 
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Question 

Mr. Hoover also mentions at 181, that 
the general intelligence index included 
the names of such persons as "known espio- 
mage agents, known saboteprs, leading 
members of the Communist party, and the 
bund." 
(1) Can it be reasonably concluded that 

this listing reflects what.the FBI, 
at that time, considered its intelili- 
gence investigation authority under 
the Presidential Directives to be, 
i.e., limited solely to espionage 
and sabotage matters, and domestic 
groups connected with foreign 
governments? 

(2) If not, please explain. 
(3) If other types of groups or individ- 

uals were included in the index, 
please describe their activities. 

(4) If other groups or individuals were 
included in the general index but 
“not-mentioned in the testimony, 
could Congress be fully apprised of 
of the scope of the FBI's intelli- 
gence investigation activities at 
that time? 

(5) If so, please explain. 

Does the FBI believe that Congress has, 
by receiving testimony about the FBI's 
domestic intelligence activities as well 
as intelligence information, recognized 
the scope of FBI domestic intelligence 
activities and tacitly approved of those 
activities? : 
If not, please explain. 
If so, does the FBI consider this tacit 
approval to be an additional authority 
to conduct domestic intelligence 
activities? 
If not, please explain. 

Is it the FBI's position that, aside 
from any intelligence investigation 
authority granted by the Presidential 



Page Paragraph 

- 16 -. 
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Question 

Directives, 28 U.S.C. 533,in conjunction 
with various criminal statutes,authorizes 
the FBI to infiltrate groups or other- 
wise engage in affirmative, active 
intelligence gathering operations prior 
to the commitment or alleged commitment 
of a violation of one of the criminal 
statutes? 
Lf not, please explain. 
If so, what language in 28 U.S.C. 533, 
considered in conjunction with various 
criminal statutes, authorizes such 

operations? 

Is it the position of the FBI that. the 
Executive Orders relating to Federal 

employee loyalty matters authorize 
the FBI to infiltrate domestic groups 
or otherwise conduct continuing investi- 
gations of groups or individuals for 
intelligence purposes? 
If so, please identify the Executive 
Orders and the specific language in 
each that constitutes such authorization? 



ve, ge POSITION PAPER: INVESTIGATIONS OF SUBVERSION, AN OVERVIEW, 
. May 19, 1972 

Page Paragraph Question 

10 A. Besides the Sept. 14, 1967 instructions 
from the Attorney General and the Feb. 18, 
1969 instructions from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Internal Security Division, has 
the Department of Justice (DOJ) provided 
any other instructions or directives, 
applicable to a general situation rather 
than a specific group or individual, that 
pertain to FBI domestic intelligence 
investigations? 

B. If so, please provide copies of such 
instructions and directives. 

G. If nots 
(1) %In what manner were these two instruc- 

tions amplified by other policy 
instructions? 

(2) Were policy instructions pertaining to 
specific cases ever used by the FBI as 
guidance for a policy in a more general- 
ized situation where no pertinent instruc 
tions had been received from the Attorney 
General or DOJ? 

(3) If so, please list the areas where this 
was done and provide pertinent docu- 
mentation. 

(4) The parenthetical information suggests 
that besides the above mentioned dated 
memoranda other policy instructions 
were received and not all of these 
concerned specific cases. 
(1) Is this correct? 
(2) I£ so, please explain if question A 

above, was answered in the negative, 

15 1 A. Testimony by Mr. Hoover as early as Nov. 30, 
1939, indicates that the FBI was maintaining 
indices on saboteurs, espionage agents, 
subversives and others: 
(1) In light of this, why was it necessary 

for the FBI to query DOJ about the 
propriety of maintaining a list similar 
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Question 

to the Security. Index when the legal 
authority for the Security Index was 
repealed? 

(2) Please provide a copy of the FBI inquiry 
concerning this matter and the DOJ/ 
Attorney General response. 

Did the FBI maintain my other index concur-~ 
rently with the Security Index? 
If so, please identify and explain the need 

for such index. 

Does the statement, "There are no investi- 
gations of members of an organization which 
does not advocate the use of force * * *" 
mean that investigations are conducted of: 
(1); Members to determine if they are 

leaders? 
(2) organization leaders? 
If investigations are made of group leaders, 
do such investigations encompass individuals 
who are not officers of the organization? 
If so, how is "leadership" determined. 
What is the difference between: 
(1) "A demonstrated propensity for violence,” 

and 
(2) "subversive or revolutionary activity"? 
Are leaders or members of civil rights 
organizations investigated? 
If so, what distinction is there between 
such an organization and its leaders and 
members? 



MANUAL SECTION 87: INVESTIGATION OF SUBVERSIVE ORGANIZATIONS 
AND INDIVIDUALS. 

Page . Sec. Paragraph Question 

3 A 1 | A. FBI investigations under Section 87 
are based on statutes and Departmental 
Directives. 
(1) Does this mean that no authority 

was conferred on the FBI by the 
various Presidential Directives? 

(2) If so, please explain in view of 
the position taken by Messrs. 
Wannall, Watters and Lacey that 
intelligence investigative 
authority was delegated to the FBI 
by Presidential Directives in 
addition to statutory jurisdictior 

(3) If Presidential Directives did 
delegate authority to FBI, why 
aren't the Directives cited as 
authority for investigations. 

B. What are the Department instructions 
to which reference is made? 

C. Are these the same Department instruc- 
tions mentioned in Section 122, 

paragraph Ala, page 1? If not, what 
are these instructions? 

OG A 3 A. What considerations affect the 
"desirability" of conducting an 
investigation of possible statutory 
violations discovered during the 
course of an investigation of sub- 
versives? 

B. Would these same criteria apply to 
possible violations discovered in 
the course of extremist investigations 
(see Section 122, paragraph Alc, 
page la.)? 

C. If not, please explain. 

7 A. What authority exists for defining 
“subversive activities" in the 
manner set forth? 

A. Since specific statutes provide the 
basis for FBI investigations and 
since a preliminary inquiry can be 

NiwW 55160 ° Docld: 32999641 Page 255 
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Paragraph Question 

conducted for 90 days without a 
specific indication of the statutory 

(1) 

(2) 

basis for the authority: 
Please explain how statutory 
authority exists for such a 
preliminary inquiry during the 
90 day period. 
Does such a procedure mean that 
a contact-.of unknown nature 
between an individual and a 
subversive group is sufficient 
in itself to constitute an 
activity "which may result in a 
violation" of some statute even 
if the statute is not specified? 
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: EXTREMIST MATTERS 

ec. Paragraph 

A. 

la A. 

B. 

| la A ld A, 

} 

B. 
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AND CIVIL: UNREST 

Question 

What is the purpose of the Manual? 

Please identify the "Departmental 
instructions" and provide copies of 
same if not already provided. 
As regards 18 U.S.C. 88241, 2383, 
2384, 2385, are attempts and con- 

spiracies encompassed by the phrase 
“activities which may result in a 
violation * * %''2 
(1) If not, what activities does 

the phrase encompass? 
(2) If so, what other activities 

(describe generally) are 
covered by the phrase? 

(3) Where conspiracy is itself the 
crime (see 18 U.S.C. 88241, 
2384 and 2385), what activities 
are covered by the phrase? 

Is the import of the: first sentence 
that: 
(1) The various Presidential 

Directives charged the FBI with 
only responsibility for the 
collection and coordination of 
internal security information? 

(2) This coordination and collection 
responsibility was passive 
in nature, not requiring active 
investigations? 

(3) No intelligence investigative 
authority was conveyed to the 
FBI by the Presidential Direc- 
tives? 

Tf A(1) is nos © 
(1) What is meant? 
(2) Why does the third sentence 

state that there is a difference 
between the FBI's collection 
and coordination responsibility 
and its "jurisdictional authorit 
fer conducting active investi- — 
gations’ under various statutes. 

ot 
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Paragraph 
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Question 

wy 

If A(2) is no, why does the third 
sentence emphasize that the authority 
for "active investigations" is 
derived from statutes and Departmental 
Directives? 
If the Directives did convey authority 
(1) What is the difference between 

a "responsibility" as in 
“responsibility to coordinate. 
and collect" and "authority" 
as in "jurisdictional authority"? 

(2) Why does paragraph Ala of 
Section 122, at page 1,not 
mention the Presidential Direc- 
tives as authority for investi- 
gations? 

Tf A(1),¢2),(3), or any one of them 
is answered yes, how can such an 
answer be reconciled with the positio 
found in the papers by Messrs. Wannal]! 
Watters and Lacey that the FBI was 
delegated authority to conduct active 
intelligence investigations by 
various Presidential Directives both 
oral and written? 

What is the authority for defining 
"extremist activities” in the manner 
set out? 

How do -“extremist activities" as 
defined differ from "subversive 
activities’ as defined in Manual ™ 
Section 87, paragraph A4, page 4? 

| T£ the definitions are the same or 

substantially the same, why is a 
distinction between extremists and 
subversives necessary? 

What is a characterization of an 

individual or organization? 

Please list all indices at both 
FBI headquarters and field office 
levels on which extremist individuals 
may be listed in addition to the 
ADEX and EPA. 


